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Ricardo Mendez Barbara Menendez

----- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM -----

"rocomendez@hotma LRECD - , Ao 2 oo
il.com” To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA . g JA.N 26 239{‘ tgmaéa. Z)" ‘ ’
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Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop Removal Mining %
01/06/2004 02:00 Haw Fp,. Fovm

PM . .
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Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,
Please, work to amend the EPA's drafl environmental impact statement. We MM At c/,a aﬂ/ L Q‘“M% Cd"W cﬂ/'cfyi

cannot stand by as Bush allows coal companies to effectively destroy the

Appalachia community. 1-9 u)-;é/ g / - ¢ 1-9
U Lublaf & % 4 awil Wl
We have to make the administration consider better alternatives, Please, (} - Z’ /m é é’d i f’ M W _Z/

do everything you can to amend the draft EIS.

Sincerely, Aoy Woihoninr ZMAZZ«
Ricardo Mendez : f/%’% 2 ﬂ/e QMO 1?; Snociranad i

411 N. Fuller Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90036-2519 .
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Zina Merkin Jennifer Merrick
DeliveredDate: 01/06/2004 04:34:55 PM
Mountaintop Removal and Valley Fill mining technigue was allowed in SMCRA with a
variance from AQC based on the determination that Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEER/US on CGL/UB/ZO04 GR2:01 P —-w---
an alternative post-mining land use, a higher and betfer use, required the valley fill. The Jeanifer Merrick
law required that permittees prove that <HERRICKG scag. ca. To: B3
the higher use was feasible, compatible with adjacent land uses, demanded by the market, MountaintopfEra o o
and supported by investment in necessary e \S;'uk':j ect: Mountainsop

public facilities, among other requirements, After reading through many Kentucky
permits requesting a variance for such higher-and

better land uses, [ can say that overwhelmingly such land uses as proposed did ot fulfill
the documentation required and were not

at all higher and better uses. There is some small percentage of mouvntaintop
removal/valley fill land that can be reclaimed to

higher uses, but the vast majority becomes relatively barren and less valuable than the.
forest and streams that were there before.

SMCRA exists because the econormic need and profitof one industry, coal, should not
compromise the well-being and the economic

potential of other industries, or the health and safety of residents, or the health of the
environment. Too many costs of coal

extraction are externalized to be borne by residents of the areas in which meuntaintop
retoval occurs, atid to be borne in the loss

of biodiversity, clean water and healthy watersheds.

The way the law has been administered and enforced, valley fills have been allowed any
time a company wanted one to aveid the cost

of AOC or to get at a bit more coal a bit more cheaply. This was not the purpose for
which SMCRA was devised. The stream buffer

zone required to be observed when mining would nof have been instituted had it not been
considered important. How ironic {o require ’

that mining stay back from a stream birt allow a neighboring stream to be buried in
overburden.

The only way to reduce the environmental impact on watersheds from Mountaintop
Removal /Valley Fill mining is to enforce the law as

it was written or perhaps even include stiffer restrictions on the practice. The curnilative
impact of this unrestrained practice

costs far too much i terms of changed drainage patterns and resultant flooding, loss of
important headwater habitat, contamination

of drinking water wells, and a host of other impacts.

Sincerely,

Zina R. Merkin

120 Victory Ave.
Lexington, KY 40502

13-3-2

9-3-2

Mininy EIS
01/06/2004 01:02
M

Dear ¥r. Forrent

The rollback of the 100 foot stream buffer for mining wastes is

appalling. In endersing such practices as the removal of this buffer, 1-1()
learly does not support the least envirormenzally damaging
alterrative,

Further, the allowance of larger valley fills is not convincingly
dustified by economic concerng.

In order to be in compliance with NEPA, ths BIS mast proposse and

explore legs environmentally damaging alternatives. The draft EIS

should 4.2
b amsnded to incorporate such alternatives and re-circulated to allow

the public the opportunity to review and comment op these cther

alternatives.

Thank wyou for the opportunity to comuent.

Jennifer Merrick
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Robert Mertz

Mr. John Forren, US EPA

1650 Arch Street = g s P,
Philadelphia, PA 19103 ZOD M 262003
Mr, Forren,

As a Biology, Wildlife Management and Environmental Earth Science teacher working in
the public school systems of several states, for over twenty years I have been teaching
students the importance of a sustainable life style. I want them to learn to live within the
ecological budget of Earth. The quality of life for the present and future generations
depends on keeping the life sustaining diversity of our complex life systems healthy.
Although there are some impressive self-maintaining dynamics at work to stabilize these
systems, there are limits to their ability to correct for continued stress, The geological
record is full of evidence showing sudden drastic upheavals and ecological disasters. We 10-4-2
have no valid reason to believe that we humans with our huge powers to alter the climate
and ecosystems will not trigger another watershed shift in the world’s balance that will
result in condition that renders the Earth unsuitable for hurnan life, or that degrades the
quality of our existence to a much lower level. 1t is our duty as the most powerful species
to exist on this planet to use our might fo protect the integrity of our life support systems
for the benefit of all living things, to do anything is the extreme in narrow minded, short
sighted self indulgent stupidity.

The two sons my wife and I have produced are the most important things in my world.
We have done everything to raise them to be strong and healthy, We have tried to equip
them to enjoy their lives to the fullest extent while making & substantial contribution to
the quality of life of others. They are sons to make us proud. Now it is my job to do my
part to see that they, and their future children, and ali their children’s children have a
quality existence as well. The love 1 feel for my sons demands that I do nothing less than
give this effort my full persistent attention. Iam asking you to consider, do you have
people in your life that mean this much to you? Will you do your part to make sure that
all our children will have a future full of interesting creatures, clean water and pure air?
Please help me for the sake of all of our children.

Today | am writing to express my concern with the coal mining process known as

Mountain Top Removal Mining, With out getting off on the related concerns of acid

rain, global warming, and various air and water pollution probiems caused by the use of

coal for fuel, T will stick to some of the more direct problems of this method. Mountain | 7.5.0
Top Removal mining replaces highly diverse and productive deciduous forests with poor

quality fields of grass and scrubby trees. 1t buries valuable streams under many feetof | 5-7-2
mine waste, It is time to end this crude and destructive method of mining, and movetoa} 1.9
more sustainable source of energy.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Mertz XZLué A.In¢li&
ey (a0s Maory RipeRiad
Sporcer W. V. asu2f -5k

————— Forwarded by David Rider/RYJUSEPAJUS on 11/20/2003 04142 PH ~=---
"Rokert A, Mertz"
Lramertifacoass.me Tos RE
MountaintoplEPRA
untain.net> [=1=]
Subdect: Get real

about Meuntaintop Rewmoval Mining
1170972003 0712
AM

Hovewber 09, 2003

. EFA (3EA30)
Aych Street
Philadelphia,

Our twe sons are men now. ‘Trever the older son works at the small town
hardware

store in our town where he spends much of hisz time installing large
appliances.

In his spare time he uges his considerable mechanical skills to kesp
hiiz

d-whoeel

A rruck and ATY working. Justin is going te college in 2 smpall bub
prestigicus

school near New York City. We could never afford te send him thers,
out

he wasg

given a great financial package at the school. He seems to be enjoying
college

life in & very positive way. Lacrosgge, fencing, theater and arudying
keep him

busy and secially invelved with his fellow students. They are both
wver

3

4 inches tall, athletis, and good-looking too. Paople say they get
their locks

and brains from their mother, and their off the wall sense of humor
from

.

Their peers respect
naturs. They

are = to make any parents proud.

Dur ns are the most important and joyful part of wy life, Althoagh
nobh nry

wite and T have apeat the greater part of our adult lives interacting
with young

e for thelr self-confidence and independent
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pacple as teachers, nothing cowmes close to the emotional intensity of
raising

your own children., They are mostly grown and inds)
FE1E 0
Qur
T

dant of us now,

them continues. Teoday the growth of the hu
conauner 1es

rthat apreading over the Earth is endangerin
humans., Will

Wi e te Lo koth save courselves frowm self-destruction and meintain
our

freedomn

and individuality? I have be
develo sustainable
onal life style for 25 years as a Biology and
Barth

er. I hope that the knowledge I have gained frowm my

an popultation and the

the futurs of all

en tgaching students the value of

wall as my extensive reading have been delivered with

for the welfare of our planet. Teaching is a powerful way
influsnce on the future, but many issuss are too lmportant

wait for the future. I am writing today about one of

ed to each of the alternatives evaluated in your May 29,

23

draft

Environmental Impact Statement (EISY.

The BIg contains evidence of the devastating and environmental
harm =dd

Loy o ntop minipg. Other studies also show that mountaintop minluoyg

digasters in mountaln communities. The draft EIS ignores the
suddies. The draft EIS doe: not examine a single alternative
that would

reduce those impacts.

The the damage by eliminating 1_5
the

Surt

Mining Control and Reclamatior Act's buffer zone rule. We need to

st

Virginia that ars

ve the citizens of the region deserve, a full evaluation of the
unacasptalle

fmp g of mountalntop mining. Please abandon your "preferred
alternative” and

start over with a full rangs of options that will do justice to the

encrmous environmental
and econowic damsge coused by wountsintop mining and velley fills. 1-5

Thank you,
Sinnerely,

Robert A, Mertz

1208 Mulberry Ridge Rosd
Spencer, WY 25276-8561

Usa

ramertzlaccess. pouniain, net
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James Mesich

Teresa Mesich

----- Forwarded by John Forren/R3/USEPA/US on (1/05/04 09:30 PM -----

JimboMes{@aol.com

To:  John Forren/R3/USEPA/US@EPA
01/05/04 06:43 PM cc:

Subject: mountaintop removal mining

Please stand firm against mountaintop removal mining and mining within 100
{eet of streams and rivers. This is so bad for the environment and you are its
protector.

Stand against this please.
James Mesich

830 43¢d St.
Rock Tsland, 11 61201

1-9

««««« Forwarded by John Forren/R3/USEPA/US on 01/05/04 09:29 PM -----

Tessbeers@aol.com
To: John Forren/R3/USEPA/US@EPA
01/05/04 06:21 PM cc

Subject: Mountaintop removal
Dear Mr. Forren:
Please stand firm against Bush's desire to reenact mountaintop removal mining
and also mining within 100 feet of rivers and or streams. This is extremely bad
for the environment and you are responsible for protecting it.
Please do all you can to thwart this effort.
Teresa Mesich

830 43rd St.
Rock Island, Hlinois 61201

1-9

MTM/NVF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

A-1088

Section A - Citizens



Alissa Meyer

REC'D JAN 2 3 298

. _jff%«msg@,@;r PIEEE: iryer: eiey ,,J -
w»._.mﬂﬂ.@m&;mm_w ’A AL A’ I .' 1 S
- he_gnd_ MowndZ ot ,g_zm e
0 — L
1-5 . - -
1-10 e e e e

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium A-1089 Section A - Citizens



Judy Meyer

in the Executive Summary that the "opinions and views" of the authors of

~~~~~ Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 11:36 AM --- the technical studies "do not necessarily reflect the position or view
- of
the agencies preparing this EIS." The authors of the technical studies
Judy Mever did
<meyer@sparc.ecolo To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA not have “opinions and views.” What they wrote was the result of
gy.uga.edu> cc: analyses
Subject: comment on Draft FIS of scientific data. The quoted statement implies a subjectivity in data
01/05/2004 03:31 analysis that is an insult to the authors of those technical studies. 4.2
PM These results cannot be simply rejected (or downplayed and ignored as
has

been done in much of the EIS) as different "views." The authors have
presented logical reasons for their conclusions based on data. In
contrast, the agencies have not presented the scientific results or

logical

arguments that support their "views" (i.e. their choice of the preferred
Mr. John Forren alternative). The Executive Summary mistepresents the results of many
US EPA (3EA30) of
150 Arch St. these technical studies. For example:

Philadelphia PA 19103
a. ES-3: The forest regrowth studies by Handel and others show little

Dear Mr. Fotren, if

any forest regrowth on reclaimed mine sites. It will take centuries for
these forests to recover. That fact is not adequately represented by
the

statement that "natural succession ... was slowed.” In addition the

I am an aquatic scientist who has studied rivers and streams in the
Appalachians for three decades. I am very concerned about the manner in

which scientific information was incorporated into the Draft 7.5-4
Fnvironmental fact . . . . " i e
Impact Assessment for Mountaintop Mining/ Valley Fills in Appalachia, and that "better reclamation techniques ... ate being promoted” is fine, but
I ne A .
do not think the best action alternative was considered or selected. §w&ence has been presented that (L)these reclamation techniques result

in

Specific ¢ ts on the draft EIS follow:
pecitic comments on The dea orow healthy native forests in a reasonable period of time or (2) that mining

1. The purpose of the Clean Water Act is to protect and restore the operations are required to actually use them.

physical, chemical and biological integrity of our Nation's waters.

Mountaintop mining impairs the physical, chemical and biological 4-2 b. B3 The assessment of length of stream impacted by mining

. : ' - achivities

integrity ¢ o ) ]

of Appalachian streams. The scientific studies done as part of this EIS 18 4 gross \{nderestlmitt.c. [his estxrrlnfi\te.;s based (;;1 m'ml};es odf .

have clearly demonstrated that; yet the results of these studies are t;ziﬂgmphxc maps, which even at the 1:24,000 scale vastly underestimate 5-7-4

bured

in appendices and their conclusions are inadequately and inaccurately
conveved in the draft EIS. I was particularly concemed by the
statement

length of small streams. Nowhere in this EIS has there been an adequate
assessment of the actual length of stream miles potentially impacted,

MTMN/F Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium A-1090 Section A - Citizens



This

is a serious shortcoming. Studies done elsewhere in the Appalachians
have

shown that only 21% of actual stream miles were indicated on 1:24,000
scale

maps. A similar analysis should have been done to determine the
potential

extent of impact of mountaintop mining in the region. The EIS is
incomplete without this. Yet studies that have been done as part of the
EIS provide a way to do this. Intermittent and petennial streams begin
in

watersheds with 2 median size of 14 and 41 acres respectively. Itisa
relatively straightforward GIS task to use DEMS to divide the area into
watersheds and use those minimum watershed areas to set where streams
begin

and to assess the length of stream potentially impacted by the proposed
activities. ‘This would be a much better assessment than that based on
1:24,000 maps.

¢. ES-4: The statement that mining is "characterized by an increase in
minerals in the water” is a gross misrepresentation of the data
presented.

Sulfate concentrations are 41 times greater on mined sites; total
dissolved

solids are 16 times greater; conductivity is at least 5 times greater,

and

selenium is over 7 times greater. Moreover the median value of selenfum
18

more than twice the EPA safe drinking water standard, and 66 violations
of

drinking water standards for selenium were found below valley fill

sites.

These are very significant itnpacts on the chemical integrity of our
Nation's waters that have not been adequately addressed in the EIS.
These

kinds of changes impair biological integrity of the waters as well as

pose

threats to human health.

d. ES-4: No mention is made of the results of the study "A Survey of
Eight

5-7-2

5-5-4

6-4-4

Major Aquatic Insect Orders Associated with Small Headwater Streams
Subject

to Valley Fills from Mountaintop Mining" in Appendix D, Part 2. This
study

cleatly showed that there is a diverse aquatic insect fauna associated
with

the small headwater streams that are being lost as a result of
mountaintop

mining.

e. ES-4: The statement that "questions still remain regarding the
correlation of impacts..." is 2 misrepresentation of the information in
the

technical study. Fulk et al. show that streams below valley fills have
consistently lower measures of biotic integrity, fewer taxa, and fewer
pollution-sensitive taxa. Only one mined basin had sites with good
biological integrity, and that was duting one season in the middle of 2
drought. The manner in which these data are summarized here implies less
certainty in the impacts of mountaintop mining than is justified by the
data presented. The data demonstrate clearly that there is an impact of
mountaintop mining on the biological integrity of our Nation's waters.

f. ES-4: The statements on the impact of valley fills on hydrology of
streams (e.g. changes in baseflow and storm responses) are misleading,
The

fact that streams below valley fills have higher runoff during large
rainfall events means that these streams are more prone to flooding.
The

hydrology studies show that the increase in storm runoff resulting from
mining is greatest in the largest mined catchment and least in the
smallest

mined catchment. "Lhat says that flooding and the public safety
consequences of flooding are of great concern in areas subjected to
mountaintop mining; it also says that if larger areas are mined, the
impacts of flooding will be greater than if smaller areas are mined.
Both

of these are extremely relevant points to incorporate in EIS analyses.
That has not been done in this deaft. Mountaintop mining impairs the
physical integrity of our Nation's waters; this fact has not been
adequately conveyed in the draft FIS.

6-4-4

9-3-4

17-1-4

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

A-1091

Section A - Citizens



g ES-4: My comments 1 ¢ and f when combined make an additional point
that

should have been considered in the EIS but was not. Given much higher
concentrations of chemicals (some of which can be toxic, like selenium)
and

highet storm discharges leaving valley fills, that means that downstream
areas will be subjected to much higher loading (the product of
concentration times discharge) of chemicals. This is of great concern

and

the EIS should be looking for alternatives that minimize this downstream
loading.

h. Small headwater streams provide many valuable ecosystem services,

all

of which are lost when they are buried by mountaintop mining. One such
service is removal of nutrients, which small streams do particulardy

well,

as shown in studies published in both Nature and Science. This was not
acknowledged in the draft EIS.

These numerous examples of misrepresentation of findings of the
lechnical

studies and lack of incorporation of information from the published
scientific literature in the draft EIS are cause for great concern about
the way in which science was used to evaluate the environmental impact
of

the alternatives.

2. 'The purpose of the EIS is to develop agency policies and procedures
to

minimize the adverse environmental effects of mountaintop mining
operations. The alternatives should have been judged based on that.
Based

on what is written about why the preferted alternative was selected
("because of the improved efficiency, collaboration, division of labor,
benefits to the public and applicants and the recognition that some
proposals will likely be suited for IPs, and others best processed as
NWP21", it is clear that the criterion of minimizing environmental
tmpact

was NOT the hasis on which the alternative was chosen. That is not how
the

5-5-2

14-2-4

1-5

law says this should be done! I see little environmental benefit in the
alternative chosen. There is no way these projects should be permitted
under a nationwide permit. That type of a permit is only supposed to be
used if there is no cumulative impact of the activities. That is

clearly

not the case here. As has been clearly demonstrated in the technical
studies included with this EIS, there is measurable cumulative impact of
mountaintop mining, Even the gross underestimate of the miles of
streams

buried by this practice demonstrates the magnitude of this cumulative
impact. And the impact is permanent. Orce these streams are buried,
they

are gone. ‘The magnitude and permanence of this impact makes it
essential

that individual permits be required for each mine. If this requires

that

more individuals be hired by the regulatory agency to do these studies
and

evaluations, then increase the permit fees to cover the cost of hiring
the

additional personnel. These streams are a valuable public resource that
the mining operation is eliminating forever.

3. Altemative 1 seems mote protective of the environment than either
alternatives 2 or 3 or no action. However, even Action Alternative 1,
in

which all operations would require individual permits, seems to be
insufficient reduction of the environmental impacts of mountaintop
mining,

primarily because so many of the critical details are left unspecified.
For example, mitigation is proposed to replace aquatic functions that
have

been destroyed. It is not clear that this has ever been done in any
stream

mitigation project. Why was not one of the altemnatives considered one
in

which streams are permanently set aside in conservation easements?
Protect

the functioning aquatic ecosystems that remain rather than trying to
recreate those ecosystems, which has proven to be an elusive goal.
Development of BMPs offers little environmental benefit unless those

9-3-4

1-2
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BMPs

are enforced. Without the requirement for use of effective BMPs, this
alternative will offer little environmental benefit. Merely "improving
data collection, sharing, and analysis” will do little to benefit the
environment unless there are strict requirements for the reporting of

the

information collected. What questions are the data collection and
analysis

designed to address? Who will do the analysis? What reporting
deadlines

and reviews will be required? I am particularly concerned about the
lack

of specificity on the types of biological analyses that will be required
of

individual permits and of the analyses of ecosystem function that will
be

required in individual permits. Both biota and ecosystem function are
impacted by mountaintop mining; it is critical that the permitting
activities adequately assess those losses so that the true costs of

mountaintop mining can be determined and adequate compensation provided

to

the public for their losses. The EIS places much weight on development

of

functional assessments by the COE, but at present these are just
promises.

It is not at all clear how these would be done; and if they are not done
correctly, then appropriate permitting and mitigation decisions cannot
be

made.

4. The technical studies show that larger mining operations have
greater

environmental impact. Clearly one alternative considered should have
been

to limit the size of these operations.

5. Designation of areas unsuitable for fill (ADID) is an important
activity. ‘Thete is no way to judge whether this is going to be done
appropuiately based on information in this EIS. If done correctly, this

could be an important way to protect these resources. If not done well,

1t

14-2-4

1-8

offers little environmental protection.

6. In general, the proposed alternative offers many promises but

inadequate details (e.g. BMPs, ADID, efc. as outlined above) on what is
going to be done by whom, when, and what is going to be recommended vs.
required.

Overall, T find this draft IS has serious shortcomings in the manner in
which science was reported and used to evaluate alternatives and in the
alternatives considered. None of the altematives considered would
adequately reduce the environmental impacts of mountaintop mining. It
is

essential that an alternative include restrictions on the size of valley

fills and include specific statements on how recommendations will be
implemented.

Sincerely,

Judith L. Meyer
Distinguished Research Professor of Ecology

Dr. Judy L. Meyer

River Basin Science and Policy Center
Institute of Ecology

University of Georgia

Athens GA 300602-2602

PHONE 706-542-3363
FAX 706-542-3344
meyer({@sparc.ecology.uga.edu
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GregMiles

Sue Miles

. REC'D g 2 g gy

Dacember 22, 2003

Mr. John Fomren

U.8. EPA (3EA30)

1650 Arch Straet
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Re:  Mountaintop Mining
Dear Mr. Forren,

t am writing to express my opposition to mountaintop mining for coal, the process of remaving
mc:‘:nta‘m and hill tops for strip mining, and depositing the rubble into surrounding streams and
valleys.

This process has destroyed over 700 miles of streams in the Appalachian Mountains since
1985, and continues to destroy irreplaceable riparfan habitats,

It is wrong to destroy this precious habitat, and to forever deprive future generations of these
bsautiful places. One aspact of this that is especially troubling: how much energy Is produced
from the destruction of one of these streams? Is it a few days of energy for a mile or so of
stream? Energy that is consumed in relative moments, and a stream that is gone forever.

I urge the EPA not to further weaken anvironmental protections against this practice of
mountaintop mining.

1-10

Thank you,

Greg Miles
4800 Park Newport, #1014
Newport Beach, CA B2660

1-9

---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:43 PM -

Milesnichols(@aol.
com To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
cc
01/06/2004 02:48 Subject: Letter of Protest, Draft EIS:
Mountaintop Mining In Appalachia
PM

To: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 3, Philadelphia, PA
From: C. Sue Miles, Ph.DD., Morgantown, WV 26508

Re: Public Comment: Letter of Protest, Dralt FIS: Mountaintop Mining In
Appalachia.

There are three particularly significant long-range issues influencing the overall
energy-environmental-economic status of the United States, as well as all the other
countries on earth.

1. Natural resources are being depleted at an alarming rate relative to the age of the
earth, and relative to the long-term future of man-kind on earth. The rate of
utilization of coal needs to be brought under some control relative to potential for
sexrving mankind for hundreds of generations into the future. As along term
supporter for the reality and work of the EIS I must implore you not to be led astray
from original committment and to present this issue and point in the direction of

Progress .

2. Pollutants such as sulfur oxides, nitrogen oxides, and especially ozone (formed
from these previous two pollutants) are accumulating in the earth's atmosphere at an
incredibly high rate. Many areas of the United States, for example, are under ozone
monitoring with health effects on humans and animals already recognizable. Further,
the microscopic particulates spread over large areas are carrying adsorbed hazardous
cancet-causing pollutants such as polynuclear aromatic hydrocarhons and trace
elements including mercury, arsenic, cadmium, manganese, selenium, et.al. in hightly
activated forms. The FIS needs to present these issues and indicate some of the
directions for resolution.

3. Global warming is occurring on earth at an alarming rate, as evidenced by recent
studies reported in the United States, Furope, Japan and other countries. Greenhouse
gases are without question a major contributor, if not the primary cause. These gases
are the carbon dioxide, methane and other gases inadvertently released to the
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Leon & Lucille Miller

!

"BmECD Ms 1Ay

atmosphere as a result of fossil energy usage. The earth's average surface temperature

is increasing, the polar ice caps are melthing, the ocean levels are rising, and weather ___ME___MWWW
couditions around the world are being affected. These enviromental impacts result %WM_E Mﬁﬁ%&&.‘
from coal use, among other fossil fuels. The EIS needs to present the global warming MWW_
problem with its impacts and indicate alternatives for resolution within the context i e Lot g3 Lo 2 by sod

our our current encrgy and environment policies.

The above issues are fundamental, profound, current, and relevant to every region of ik Y ,
the United States. Only if we address these issues at every level of government, the et j ‘”“"7!‘ T . N
private sector, and the non-profit and volunteer services can we reduce the large '

impacts likely to occur in the long-term, if not the short-term, future. Each of us as
citizens and inhabitants of this Earth have a responsibility to help.

15-1-2

Respectfully submitted,

C. Sue Miles, Ph.D.

11-3-2
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Mark Miller

DeliveredDate: 01/21/2004 02:44:09 PM

Mr John Forren,

Tlive in Prestonsburg, K'Y, born & raised there. Iserve on our
local Tourism Board. Iserve on one of the boards of our Big Sandy
Community & Technical College. My wife & I have three grown children & two | 1.1
grandkids, all living in the Coalfields. From our prospective as
residents, homeowners, parents, business folks & concerned citizens about
the future of this region, we write to show our suppoﬁ for Mountain Top:
Mining. Locally, our newest tourist attraction is the beautiful Stonecrest
Golf Course. This course was identified as the post mining land use as patt
of the approved mining plan, with most of the major landscaping done by the
mining company as part of their teclamation. On the'sconomic front, our
newest major employer to-the area is the Big Sandy Federal Prison, also
made possible by flat land created by mountain top mining. This facility
has created some 400 jobs in an.area of our state with one of the highest 10-3-2
unemployment ratios. As a result, many new families have relocated to this
area, boosting sales of new & existing homes, several of which have been

ﬁf Lot ks ] 2 o £ built on reclaimed mine land. These are only a few of the many positive
e e : )

‘ f [;’/ el LT DS Aoar cosl W"“ examples of post mining land uses in ourregion.

i e Omag 1//4,J,, . - Coalis a precious resource. Mountain Top Mining is the most

4 7 ! efficient method of mining, it's'the only method that allows for removal
; . P ; 4 of the entire coal scam. Today's mining companies are responsibly run
i 4 cz\ g Cotme, Fokoe . Loy, j 'ogeraﬁans,L thtat‘ not or}(liy ctongfly with 1@;;:3 w.rine:;lm Lp:gtec’t C:l.l‘lt ﬁaiural-—.
iz , resources, but our residents & communities as well. s contifue to mine
[ ’?’_M V. ZE2 2L responsibly by proven methods including Mowiitain Top Removal.

for i ients of this most i t issue.
/9 Y3 304-372-9 2 24 Thanks for allowing comments ori most important issue

Sincerely,

Mark E. Miller

Mark E. Miller
635 University Drive
Prestonsburg, KY 41653
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Mary Miller

Robin Mills

REC'D AE2

Mary Miller e
P 0 Box 124 )
Sylvester, W, V. 25193

" Mr, John Forren, USHEPA
1670 Arch §t,
Philadelphia, Pa. 19130

RE: Opposing Mountaintop Removal Mining
Mr, Forren,

Mountaintop Removal Mining of cosl todey is massive
Ruination not »nly to the beautiful Anpalachian Mountains
of West Vir-inia bubt to svery creasturs whose existance
depends on these mountains for survival, and to the
Citizens who live in them.

It is polluting oub air, contaminating our Streams
and Rivers, flooding our propertiss, threatsning our health
exposing us to harmful chemicals, threatens our very life.

There 1s no justigicetion for the damage to our
environment and the Ciltizens of West Vir ginia.

Sincerely,

oy Ttk

Ph: (30L) E;u-l'zSo

1-9

REC'D BEC 2928

- Mountaiatop Removat Coal Mining EIS

Utilities burn coal to. produce dlectricity.. The smoke-from that-coat burning goes
up the smoke stack and heads downwind, The suifur in that smoke combines with

water vapor in the here to produce sulphuric acid. That sulphuric acid lands

{

on crops, buildings, on animals and in lakes and rivers.

‘When sulphuric acid rain Iands on cropland, it leaches out micronutrients in the
soil. The soil starts to lose its ability to produce food that is high in minerals and -
vitamins. The process Is very gradual, ene year to the mext, so it is very hard to
notice. Over time, the ability of our nation to produce nutritious food is being lost.

‘When sulphyric acid lands on forests, it not only leaches ont minerals in the s0il,
it also weakens the trees by acid breakdown of the celluloge fibers. The trees are
gradnally less able to get the minerals out of the soil that they need and at the same

time the trees are getting sty Ity weaker. Weaker trees means weaker lumber
from those trees means American homes that are not as strong as they used to be.
Have youn bought a good strong southern pine two by four at the lumberyard
recently? They all break easily like toothpicks.

When sniphuric acid fands on buildings it gradually wears them down. The
amount of roofing that needs to be replaced each year is much higher than it shoutd
be, due to acid rain wearing down roofing materials. This is a multi-billion dollar

consequence of coal burping.
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‘When sulphuric acid lands in lakes it acidifies the whole lake. The shells of fish
eggs are eaten through and die. If the lake gets foo acidic, the whole lake eco-system
dies. Thousands of lakes in our courtry have already been lost.

When coal is burned, a small part of the exhaust is mercury. Buraing coal

accounts for more than half of all mercury that is entering our envir t. Like
the sulphuric acid, this mercury can land anywhere, lakes, rivers, roofs, lawng,

gardens, croplands and oceans. One recently noticed result of this is high levels of

y in fish. Pregnant have been told to avoid eating too much of some
kinds of fish.

I people and animals have too much mercury in their bodies, there is loss of
intelligence, and deformities in offspring. Thousands of dead and deformed babies
are being born every year in our country, because we are Mg too much mercury
in our environment. The burning of coal thus allows the random murder and
maiming of Americans. De I have to-mention that every species, deer, bear, fish
and others, are also having the same problems with mercury that we are.

Coal also has minute guantities of radioactive uranium in it. That teo is heing
spread around our country indiscriminately.

Finally, we get to the actual mining of the coal. Here we have a 5500 page
document that describes how our government is going to give permission to indnstiy
to chop off the tops of mountains, dump the overburden into valleys, just so they can
mine the coal under those mountains more efficiently, More efficient meaning the
coal companies can mine more ceal, with fewer miners and make move profit than

before.

T have been asked to comment on this by a few fellow West Virginians.

Industry wants intop | coal mining k itis cheaper. Ifa
miner can mine coal cheaper than his rivals, then he can increase profits and
market shave. Thus, when a few operators started doing this a while back, alf the
otheys had to follow, or be put out of business. The result is that ceal is cheaper
than i used to be.

Cheaper coal means cheaper energy produced by that coal. Hooray for energy
consumers, cheaper energy, However, other sources of energy now have a harder
time competing. I have experienced this first-hand. I went to six Jarge coal-burning
utilities; Duke Energy, Southern Company, Constellation Energy, Dominion
Resonrces, Exelon Corporation and Progress Energy and I asked them to invest in
solar and wind powered energy at a steady rate over the next twenty years. My
proposal was presented as a stockholder actipn that all the stockholders voted on in
2001 and 2002. Their response was that wind and solar power are too expensive.
Despite the fact that there is no need to buy fuel for wind and solar power, these
sources still can’t compete against coal. Coal powered energy is so cheap that others
just ean’t compete with it

Coal wonld not be so cheap if coal had to pay for acid rain, mereury emissipns,
small particulates emissions and carbon dioxide emissions. But they don’t, so
cleaner sources of energy are being kept off the market, because coal burning is just
too darned cheap. This EIS even streamlines the permit process so that part will be

2 little cheaper for the coal companies. They’ve got a good scam going here.

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium A-1098

Section A - Citizens



Now oar President, George W. Bush has decided to jet 17,000 coal burning power
plants off the hook by not requiring them to upgrade their emissions when the

upgrade the rest of the plant. They will not be required to retrofit those plants with

advanced electrostatic precipi s, lime washes or bag house filters. Instead,
America will continue to die a slow death from acid rain, mercury and uragium
emissions, particulates and higher than necessary carbon dioxide emissions; for a

couple more decades, unless Congress gets some backhone from here,

Meanwhile, in Appalachia, mini ies are jubik The opti

B ' 4

presented in the Mountaintop Removal EIS don’t include requiring Approximate
Original Contour, nor Stteam Buffér Zone, nor any restrictions it depth of valley
fill, number of streams buried, nor any other significant change in business as usual,
The mining companies are getting everything they want, a legitimate process they
can use to fend off citizen complainty and lawsuits, Legitimate in that it is really
just legalized theff and murder. The mining comnpanies and their utility company
allies have bribed tie politicians and thus bought the process.

The MTR-EIS talks about tree planting instead of grassland for reclamation.
The soil is gone. Are those mining companies really going to bring in enough soil
{from somewhere else such that trees will liave a chance? There must be enough soil
depth, and there mast be enough organic material in the soil for water retention. If
these companies are forced to do reclamation correctly, then I will applaud, But it
will be hugely expensive for them to do this correctly, and I think they will instead

cut and run. It is what other companies have done for a Jong time.

1-5

19-2-2

T have just two other short comments. Twenty years ago President Ronald
Reagan decreed that all actions such as these have cost benefit analysis done to
justify them. I would ask that if ya'Il are obeying the law and following the rules,

that when you do that Cost Benefit Analysis, please include acid rain, Gury

contamination of the whole country, global warming from the carbon dioxide

emissions, a couple hundred th d kids with asthma from particulate emissions,
loss of vitaming and minerals from our food due to acid rain leaching, prematare
deterioration of every roof and building in the country from acid rain, and the cost
of getting rid of the toxic fly ash after coal burning, in youor calculations.

My last comment concerns the fact that all these fills are at headwaters. Acid
rain from the ¢oal burning will eventually start leaching at the valley fill at the
headwaters. Won’t this cause the entive river, from headwaters to ocean, to become
ali‘ghﬂy laced with heavy metals leached from those fills? Is that wise?

Thank you for your time,

Also, just for the record, I am opposed to Mountaintop Removal Mining and do

not think it shonld be permitted under any circumstances. 1will vote that way toe.

Robin Mills
Maplerock Box 80, Rio, West Virginia 26755
(304) 496-8624, robinmills4@yahoo.com

1-9
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Phyllis Mingo Georgia Miniard
REC'D M52 4
T
b
. m‘u K}:D e July 30, 2003
VIBEd 5 p.r)
Georgia Miniard
237 Conley Hill
T e aae Bledsoc, Kentucky 40810
January 1, 2004
Mr. John Forren
Jobn Forren . U.S. EPA (3EA3Q)
?é 5-‘30 mrgw Protection Agency (3EA30) 1650 Arch Street
” . Philadelphia, PA 19103
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Dear Mr. Forren: RE: Environmental Impact Statement relative to Mountaintop Mining and Valley Fills in

1t is evident to even the casual observer (airline passengers flying over the area, for
exampie) that mountain top removal canses unimaginable devastation. That fact, coupled
with results of your study should convince all that the irreparable harm being perpetnated
on our land is intolerable,

The amount of destruction that has already occurred due to failure to enforce the Clean
Air Act, the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Endangered Species
Act is a great tragedy. To now propose to change the rules and legitimize those terrible
practices is to encourage even greater destruction of our forests, contamination and sitting
of our waterways and more hardship for our people.

I am very much opposed to Alternative 1, 2 and 3 as outlined in your EIS report. We
dmpﬂmtymenfmnemmofﬂmenﬁmmwmlpmmmslegxsmd by congress
over the years — nmmi&wabohshﬂaosepm&ocnom

Sincerely,

Phyliis J. Mingo

1-5

the Appalachia
Dear Mr. Forren,

1 would like to submit my comments on the Environmental Impact
Statement relative to Mountaintop Mining and Valley Fills in the Appalachia.

1am 45 years old and [ have lived in Bastern Kentucky since birth, 1
admit that we do have a problem with unclean water in some areas. However, this
unclean water problem is not caused by the mining industry. This problem is caused by
untreated sewage from individual homes being straight piped directly into the streams. In
addition to sewage, household garbage of various kinds is also being dumped into the
streams. This is easily proven by the trash left behind in trees and on the land anytime
we experience flash flooding. Our state and federal governments needs to leave the coal
companies be and work on taking care of these problems. We have inadequate roads,
sewage and water systems. These inadequacies should have been taken care of years ago.
The coal industry has paid enough severance tax from this area that these basic needs
should have been accomplished 25 years ago. Where did all of that money go? It has
been used in other parts of this state to develop those arcas while the Appalachia’s have
just been forgotten.

[ feel like the regulations are already too strict. If we will all take off the
blinders and open our eyes and take an honest look maybe we will realize this. In this
country in all industries we have slowly but surely regulated our people right out of a way
to make a decent living. Due to all of our rules and regulations we have made it
impossible for companies to survive the financial burdens we have put upon them. [ feel
that this is the reason we are seeing so many companies take their business to other
countries where they don’t have to put up with all of our unreasonable rules and
regulations. [ realize that the coal can’t be mined from another country but that will not
stop companies from going to other countries an mining their coal to fill the orders
whetever they may be.

1-12

11-2-2
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Steve Miniger

What good is all of our sules and regulations if we can’t earn a living?
The lay of the land in this area is not suitable for building or other industries. Once
mountain top removal mining is completed and the land is properly reclaimed it is then
suitable for these other uses. Our lack of proper roads, proper public utilities (i.e. sewage,
water and garbage service) are the reason we don’t have industries in addition to coal
mining. Qur state govemment has taken the coal severance tax monies and used it in the
northern part of our state instead of using it to see that our roads and public utilities were
developed so we could keep up with everyone else. If we make the mining regulations
stricter and we loose the mining industry then we have no way to make a living.
Minimum wage jobs put your income below the federal poverty level. Without the
mining industry that is all we would have left. With the mining jobs our economy is in
horrible shape. Where would we be without them? Due to all the rules and regulations
the mines have had to cut their work force to a bare minimum. This has strongly affected
our economy. Some people can’t seem to understand that the more money people earn
the more they will spend and the less they earn the less they spend. This directly affects
the shape the economy will be in. Without the mining jobs all we would have left in the
Appalachia’s would be people who are on some kind of fixed income. The people with
families would have no other choice but to leave in order to find work. We have already
lost a large majority of these people due to the cut backs that have already occurred in the
mining industry. When the working people who are raising familics start leaving then you
foose your tax base that supports your schools as well as other programs, We are seeing
schools being closed due to the small tax base and the lack of enough students to warrant
them remaining open. So now due to ail the rules and regulations put on the mining
industry not only the mining industry is suffering now our education systems are also.
You see it’s a ripple effect. When you take away the good wages you also take away the
tax base that supports public programs such as education. Not only the coal miners suffer
from it; everyone else suffers right along with them., Students loose their right to a good
education, Teachers and school personnel loose their jobs. It just never seems to end!
Please leave the coal industry alone so we can continue to earn a living in this area.
Please do not sign this draft EIS into law.

Sincerely, . .

Georgia Minjard

10-3-2

11-4-2

TECD gy, 72

158 Round Hollow Rd.
Sod, WV 25564
August, 24, 2003

U.S.EPA
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 195103

John Forren:

Re: EIS Mountsintop Mining/Valley Fills in Appalachia released by the US Army Corps of Engineers,

1 find the long-term pi ion of our Appalachian Mc seriously flawed.

One example of why | am concerned: A large number of people in this area of W. Va, including my
family, depend on public water systems that use water from the Coal River. 1 understand that over 200
miles of tributaries of this river have been covered, That means the watershed’s ability to deal with heavy
rains and fong dry periods has been severely compromised.

5-4-2

1 do not feel that the 1 dations of the Envi
harm.

[ impact Statement protect us from farther [ ] _'5

Sincerely, .
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Carol Mintz Jonathan Mirgeaux
e ‘ |
; O{ﬁ E’p/{’ ($£530 REC'D JAN 2 3 2004
" o J | anuary §, 2004 ﬁo %ﬁ [ PR
g ddelpha, MOS —
Mr. John Porren . ’ o
?&ﬁmﬁmmg /ﬁEJﬂkn« farmrw e e e
Dear Mr. Forren, @@W IR éﬁ (’/ 5/1&%

1 have spent wost of my life in Ohic where coal mining has destroyed the land. 1 am writing to
you to find out why this practice is going to continue in West Virginia even thongh we know
scientifically that we are trading short-term financial gain for a few wealthy coal-mining operators
for long-term Kability for the communities and citizens who will be affected for generations by
bad policy.

The Bush administration’s own draf E mpactsr {EIS) on the impact of
dsmltha g longwberm nfmchpohcymlongmmum'e
] effects of M. ng, and per
doesthedmﬁms pmpnsemcresnwnm omhssizeofval]eyﬁnsthntburymamnotiinms
on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed? Why can’t we have detailed restrictions

that will protect wildlife and offer Jong-term protections for the citizens who for generitions Have
depended on the region's natural resources for sustenance?

‘Weakent: inting envi ] Jaws is not a soluti foranything We need to current
and future generations from 3! 1 lee amethod
that will not harm th ics of & ity by thc gati tal §

of mountaintop removal.

ool

Carol Mintz
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Denver Mitchell

From: Denver Mitchell
Gen Delivery
Wilkinson, W.Va 25663
948-4019 B snhn
July, 22, 2003 @W‘*
Agencies:
In 1996 we were flooded on Island Creek with the worst

flood ever. Several of us citizens have been trying to get
our creek dredged from all the garbage, timbering

- material, mud and rocks, that filled our creek inthe flood. |

No one Is doing anything to help us even though we were
told they would. | am the son of a deep miner,

Our homes are important to us. Flood insurance is 8o
high we can't afford it. Maybe someone could get their
Coal Company friends, to use their huge bulidozers and
trucks to remove the flood material and place it on those
Mountain Top Removal sites, where some of the material
came from in the first place. Just go up Cow Cresk and
see all the trees being cut down for the new Mountain Top
Mine, and | know if we have a heavy rain a lot of this mud
and stuff will be back in our streams and will fili them up
more. Those who live along the rivers maybe next as the
river fills up with this material, because no one is
removing it.

I am not against mining, but the way it is mined, 1
believe as do my neighbors that the coal could be mined
in different ways, such as using contour methods which
keeps most of the vegetation on the hills and prevents run
offs. This would create more jobs, Mountain Top Removal
eliminates jobs, because one big machine destroys jobs
and creates situations which contributes to flooding.

17-2-2

1-9

mmes Dt Mitchsll
5 Box 8

August 15, 2003

Denver Mitcheil
PO Box 98
Wilkinson, WV 25653

To whom it may concern:

My name is Denver Mitchell and T am writing this letter because 1 am concerned about how
the coal companies are raping onr land and tearing up our mountains. I think it is a shame that
the people in the valleys aren’t fighting against this more. When we went to grade school, we
‘were taught that anytime that you move the vegetation off the mountain tops, it's going to cause
flash flooding in the low lands. I cant understand why these people are issuing permits to the big
corporations like Massey Enetgy and not making them take responsibility for our water ways and 17_1_2
streams. Sure as [ am sitting here, there are going to be lives lost because of mountain top
removal. Pm not against 2 man working but there is a right way and a wrong way of doing
things. I hope that the people in the valleys will wake up to what is happening or they may just
wake up to realize their families will be floating in the creek with an ocean of water. We know
that one big tree will absorb around 50 gallons of water. 1'hope you read this letter in good faith. l 3-3
Pleas do not throw it away.

Sincersly,

Denver Mitoholl [/QQW% Aot
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Box 98
Wallduson, WY 23653

it

August 15, 2003

Denver Mitchell
PO Box 98
Wilkinson, WV 25653

To whom it may concern:

My name js Denver Mitchell and I am writing this letter because I am concemed about how
the coal companies are raping our Jand and teating up our moumtains. ¥ think it is & shame that
the people in the valleys aren’t fighting against this more. When we went to grade school, we
were taught that anytime that you move the vegetation off the mountain tops, it’s poing to cause
flash flooding in the low lands. I cant understand why these people are issuing permits to the big
corporations like Massey Encrgy and not making them take responsibility for our water waysand | ] 7-1-2
streams. Sure as [ am sitting here, there are going to be lives lost because of mountain top
removal. I'm not against a man working but there is a right way and a wrong way of doing
things, I hope that the people in the valleys will wake up to what is bappening or they may just
wake up to realize their families will be floating in the creek with an ocean of water. We know
that one big tree will absarb around 50 gallons of water. 1 hope you read this letter in good faith. l 3.3
Please do not throw it away.

Sincerely,

Denver Mitchell /tﬁe g W E op

September 2, 2003

Denver Mitchell
P.0. Box 98
Wilkinson, WV 25633

To Concerned Citizens:

This is your friend, Denver Mitchell, in Logan County. You told me
to write a little article expressing my opinion about mountain-top removal.
M{ opinion about mountain~top removal., I think it is a dirty shame for
the people that live in these valleys and own homes and businesses. I
cannot understand why peogle who live in the State of WV in Logan County
are not concerned about their property and their land. If we do not
et mountain-top removal changed, they are going to be thousands of lives
ost and millions of dollars worth of property damags. }-9

You know that the coal comganies do not think about us in the valleys.
We know the same is with the .timber industry. If we do not take the

bull by the horn, now and march against mountain-top removal, we are
going to lose everything that we have worked for. We know for ourselvas
that we were here before Massey Coal Company. Massey Coal does not

care about us.

If we want to save lives in the future, we have to get a hold of
this problem before it is too late. I see it in my Spirit, oceans of
water, coming down in the valleys. Something has to be done, right
now. If you want to rum this article, you may do so, but we have to
work fast on this matter. If we wait any longer, a tragic death is
facing the people. We have to try to educate the people that live
in the lowland streams.

Thank you very much. May God be with us all.

Yours Truly,

genve r g‘% tc?g T {
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HOW TO CONTACT THE OFFICE OF
U.S. SENATOR JAY ROCKEFELLER

DUE TO THE DISCOVERY OF ANTHRAX IN THE HART
SENATE OFFICE BUILDING, SENATOR ROCKEFELLER'S
WASHINGTON OFFICE IS CLOSED UNTIL FURTHER
NOTICE. POSTAL MAIL IS NOT BEING RECEIVED DURING
THIS TIME IN THE WASHINGTON OFFICE.

SENATOR ROCKEFELLER'S FOUR WEST VIRGINIA
OFFICES REMAIN OPEN, FULLY STAFFED, AND ABLE TO
RECEIVE YOUR LETTERS AND PHONE CALLS.

UNTIL THE WASHINGTON OFFICE REOPENS, PLEASE
DIRECT ANY INQUIRIES TO THE STATE OFFICE NEAREST
YOU: ' .

CHARLESTON BECKLEY
Office of Senator Jay Rockefeller Office of Senator Jay Rockefeller

_ 405 Capito! Street, Suite 308 207 West Prince Streat

Charleston, WV 25301 Beckley, WV 25801
(304) 347-6372 (304) 253-9704

FAIRMONT MARTINSBURG
Office of Senator Jay Rockefaller Office of Senator Jay Rockefeller

118 Adams Street, Suite 301 225 West King Street, Suite 307
Fairmont, WV 26554 Martinsburg, WV 25401
(304) 367-0122 (304) 262-9285

August 15, 2003

Denver Mitchell
PO Box 98
Wilkinson, WV 25653

To whom it may concern:

My name is Deaver Mitchell and T am writing this letter because I am concerned about how
{he coal companies exe raping our land and tearing up our mountains. !think it is a shame that
the people in the valleys aren’t fighting against this more. When we went to grade school, we
were taught that anytime that you move the vegetation off the mowntain tops, it’s going to cause
flash flooding in the fow lands. Icant understand why these people are issuing permits to the big
corporations like Massey Energy and not making them take responsibility for our water ways and
streams. Sure as § am sitting here, there are going to be lives lost because of mountain top
removal. I’'m not against a man working but there is a right way and a wrong way of doing
things. 1 hope that the people in the valleys will wake up to what is happening or they may just
walke up to realize their families will be floating in the creck with an ocean of water. We know
that one big tree will absorb around 50 gallons of water. Thope you read this letter in good faith.
Please do not throw it away.

Sincerely,

Denver Mitchelt

Dhosar ] AL
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September 2, 2003

Denver Mitchell
P.O. Box 98
Wilkinsop, WV 25653

To Concerned Citizens:

This is your friend, Denver Mitchell, in Logan County. You told me
to write a little article expressing my epinion about mountain-top removal.
My opinion about mountain-top removal. I think it is a dirty shame for
the paople that live in these valleys and own homes and businesses. I
cannot understand why people who live in the State of WV in Logan County
are not concerned about their property and their land. If we do not
§et mountain-top removal changed, they are going to be thousands of lives
ost and millions of dollars worth of property damage.

You know that the coal companies do not think about us in the valleys,
We know the same is with the timber industry. If we do not take the
bull by the horn, now and march against mountain-top removal, we are
going to lose everything that we have worked for. We know Eor ourselves
that we were here before Massey Coal Company. Massey Coal does not
care about us.

If we want to save lives in the future, we have to get a hold of
this problem before it is too iate. I see it in my Sgirit, oceans of
water, coming down in the valleys. Something has to be dome, right
now. If you want to run this article, you may do so, but we have to
work fast on this matter. If we wait any longer, a tragic death is
facing the people. We have to try to educate the people that live
in the lowland streams.

Thank you very much. May God be with us all.

Yours Truly,

;;nmmv M rrE;i E
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Box 98

- Wilkinson, W.V 25653

. 9464019
To Whom It May Concemn: ,

My name is Denver Mitchell, T am writing about Mountain Top
Removal, because I'm concerned about the danger that faces us all
in the future. If we do not get this Mountain Top Removal stopped
from raping our land and tearing down our trees, the people who
live in the valleys are going to suffer great property and loss of
lives, T am not against a man working for a living, but there are
other ways to mine coal and keep our trees, a right and wrong
way. I can't understand how our Senators and Governors can Issue
permits to these big corporations and not make them take
responsibility for our creeks and rivers. Sure as I am sitting here
there is going to be oceans of water and mud flowing
these valleys. I have warned you of the danger that Is coming in 1-9
the future. Mark this down. The huge corporations are going to try
say that it is an act of God, when it happens. We all know that it
wilt be an act of Man, when it happens, and It will happen. Now
Bradshall hollow on Whitman Creek Is next for this Mountain Top
Removal. I encourage everyone to wake up out of their sleep and
realize what Is facing them, We might wake up some night, like we
on Main island Creek did in 1996, but worse than then and find
people, children and parents floating down these hollows,

1 believe God has given me this message to wam you of the
_ danger that is coming. There is better way to mine coal, than
Mountain Top Removal and create many more and better jobs. 1
urge you to wake-up, before it Is too late. May God be with us all.

From: Denver Mitchell (Dol it

[ ]

rginia

P yvaountaintop removall

. OVEC (304) 522-0246

i

WWW.OHVEC.ORG

Almost level...West V.
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From: Denver Mitchell
Wilkipson, W.Va 25653
Telephone 946-4019

To whom it may concern;

My name is Denver Mitchell. I'm writing this letter to you about the
concern for the lives of the people who live in West Virginia. The sludige
ponds and dams that the coal companies are building in West Virginia will
not hold under the materials of the rock and slate that they are building
them out of. They will deterjorate and we know that the only way to build

dams is to use concrete and steel. If these materials aren’t used in building | 17.2.2

these dams, then they will fail. I'm afraid we will loose many fives in the

future and millions of dollars in property damage, just like the Buffalo

Creek Flood. This is my vision of what I see coming in the future. We all
- know you can’t take vegetation off the mountain tops and build dams n

the hollows out of slate, and expect these dams to hold back water.

I’'m not against any man working, but there is a right way and a wrong
way 1 believe. This is the wrong way, and this is a very dangerous thing
that is about to happen. Lives of people in the valleys are important.

REC'D o0c12 1 213
OCTOBER 15, 2003

Denver Mitchell
P.0. Box 98
Wilkison, WV 25653

Dear Sir,

My name is Denver Mitchell. I'm writing you this letter to let you
know what is going on in the coalfield in WV. The coal industry is ripping
and raping our land and not taking any responsibility for our water ways.
I think it is a shame and disgrace to the people that live in the low
land streams. I feel that they are going to be many lives lost and
millions of dollars worth of property damage on account of mountain top
removal adding to the danger that the coal companies are doing. They
are building dams and slush ponds out of rock and slate. We all know
that these dams will deterioate over the years and will not hold the
water. I'm not against any man working. But there is a right way and
a wrong way to do anything. That is why I'm writing you this letter.

I'm asking you For some type of donation to help educate the people in
the valleys. I can't understand why our senators and govenors and our
judges so easily issue permits to these big corporations. I see s vision
of what is coming upon the people in WV. That's why we the people have
to start doing something now, before it's too late.

That is why I'm asking you for some type of donation. That I might
help educate the people that live in the low land streams. I am a
person that is on a little monthly Social Security check. I am a member
of the Environmental group. I’'m asking you to read this in good faith.
As I said, I'm not against any man working.

Anytime you remove vegetation from the mountain tops, it'll cause
£lash flooding. If these bi% coal companies want to mine coal this
way, let them take responsibility for our water ways.

In my spirit, I see & vision of what is coming upon the people
that live in the low land stream areas. My father worked in the coal
mines while he was living and he did work the right way. So I'm asking
you to help me get the coal companies to go back to the right way of
getting coal. %here have been many f£lsods since they started moutain
top removal. I'm afraid that if we don't get tthis changed, there is
going to be another Buffalo Creek flood and the coal companies will
gay it was a act of God. But it will be an act of man. May God have
mercy on all of us. Thank you for listening. :

Sincerely,

Denver Mitchell

1-9

17-2-2

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

Section A -

Citizens



Keith Mohn

EIS PUBLIC HEARING STATEMENT
July 22, 2003
Hazard, Kentucky

1 would like to thank this Committee for the opportunity to submit comments conceming
the Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement. Having worked with, and in,
the coal mining community for more than 27 years, 1 feel I am qualified to speak from an
industry standpoint. Though I work for an underground mining operation at this point,
my career has included designing, permitting, and constructing numerous small {o large
surface mining operations, which include valley or head-of-hollow fills.

The EIS is to address concerns arising from the surface mining of coal, In particular,
steep slope mining and the associated valley fills, which makes mining of these areas
feasible. Though not specifically addressed in either the “Executive Summary” nor the
“Purpose and Need”, the recommendations contained in the EIS will affect all forms of

- coal mining in the Appalachian coalficlds, as the development of underground mines, and
the need for coal refuse fills, also require fills in valleys or head-of- hollows.

My review of the EIS has resulted in the following statements:

1. No Action:
a. This is not an alternative. There are adequate regulatory programs and
policies in place to address our obligations under SMCRA and the CWA.
The coordination between the various Agencies must be improved, with
this BIS being an example. The Notice of Intent to develop the EIS was
published on February 5, 1999, and we are submitting comments on the
DRAFT EIS today, nearly four and one-half years later.

2. Agtion Alternative I:

a. Under Action Alternative J, the COE would take the lead in determining
the location and size of valley fills, and most projects would require and
Individual Permit. The BIS lists in Table I1.C-1 under the No Action Plan,
that fills in watersheds of less than 250 generally qualify for a NWP 21,
which is only the case in West Virginia, as per the agteement reached in
Bragg v. Robertson.

b. The delincation of arcas as unsuitable for filling, as described under the
Advance Identification (ADID) provisions of Alternative I, could prohibit
underground mine development. Underground mines gencrally require a
temporary storage area for the material (overburden) generated during the
mine site construction, Shouid a potential fill area be pre-designated as
unsuitable or prohibited for filling under the ADID, an otherwise
cconomically and technically feasible reserve would be sterilized. By the
same token, fow reserves are marketablo today without passing through 2
preparation plant. The byproducts of coal preparation are not marketable
at this time, and must be stored in a stable location, In the Appalachian
coalfields, this necessitates in the construction of refuse fills and

11-8-2
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impoundments. The use of ADID tends to ignore the possibility that a
stream affected by a temporary fill could be restored to a functional status,
with only temporal impacts, Under the NWP 21 or IP process, the
temporal impacts must be evatuated, and adequate compensation provided,
The use of ADID appears to preclude thig avenue.

¢. 'The requirement for an Individual Permit for all proposed fills will
increase the permitting burdens of industry, and tax the capabilities of the
regulatory agencies to process the applications in a timely mannet.

d. The use of MOA’s and FOP’s will result in two separate reviews, and does
nothing to reliove the problems of separate reviews that we now find.

3. Action Alternative I

a, This alternative eliminates several of the objections of Action Alternative
1, though a separate determination for CWA and SMCRA compliance
remains, and

.. b. The ADID provision remains, the objection to which is stated above.

¢. The Stream Buffer Zone (SBZ) regulations would possibly be modified,
disrupting practices and policies that have been accepted by both industry
and the regulatory community for more than twenty years.

4, Action Alternative I1I:
a. The objections found in the above alternatives are removed, with the
exception of the potential SBZ rule modification.

1t should be noted that in this immediate area, some of the benefits of mountaintop
removal mining and valley fills are being enjoyed. The area whote the Hazard ARH
Hospital, the National Guard Armoty, a hotel, shopping center and residential area are
constructed on a former mine site on which I worked in the 1980°s. The Hazard Regional
Airport is located on another former mine site. Blk was first reintroduced to eastern
Kentucky on a former mine site,

Blimination of mountaintop removal mining and the valley fills associated with them will
satisfy a small core of society, most of whom do not even reside in the affected areas.
Apparently, their goals do not include providing employment in the Appalachian
coalfields, other than minimum wage eco-tourism jobs, nor do they consider the
beneficial collateral effects enjoyed by others. We hear that the coal can be mined by
other methods, such as underground mining, but if an operation cannot be cost
competitive, it will not succeed. Coal production will continue to shift to the western
coalfields, and the economic gains of the east will cease if we ban mountaintop removal
and valley or head-of-hollow fills. Onco lost, we may never regain the economic sirength
we now enjoy.

.
PO Drawer C
St. Charles, Virginia 24282
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Wm Montgomery John Mooney

e We. Wi A, Montgomery

et O st sse2s e Forwarded by David Rider/R3 /USEPA/US on 01/23/2004 09:42 AM -
i
&awurwm——mfw = "Mooney, Joha"
o}%y\/ w REC ‘D per 242m %If"?‘ﬁ &7 . <jmooney@wpplp.co  To:  R3 Mountintop@EPA
ko m> ce
M g Subject: COMMENTS
] m% (3 Z %23‘5) 01/21/2004 07:27
PM

Dear Sir:

1 strongly suspect that more forested lund exists today in Appalachia than existed here a

century ago. Only a small percentage of forested property is impacted by mountaintop

mining. Mining is already heavily regulated and has in-place specific laws, which directly 1-4
address mountaintop mining. I am in favor of ALTERNATIVE I11, s outlined in the

EIS.

John H. Mooney

VP and Regional Manager

ph 304-522-5757 or 276-679-7530
fax 304.522-5401
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B. Morgan

Mark Morgan

Forwarded by David Riger/R3AISEPAMUS on 01/06/2004 03:55 PM -

Grey
<greybarr@yahooc  To:  R3 Mourtaintop@EPA
om> o

Sub}éct: Mountaintop Removal
11/06/2003 07:14

To Whom it May Coricern,

I felt a need to add my story and brief thoughts on Mountaintop Removal.
Below are some of my personal encounters regarding this topic.

| ived my first 23 years in Southern West Virginia. As a child | played
hide-and-seek in the rich forrests near my home, learned to drive ona
winding dirt road amid the moutains, and went to college in the moming
shadows of these magestic figures that symbolize West Virginia. Flying
away from the countryside, |looked down from the plane and felt my
heart sink as | saw what was happening to the moutains all around my
home. Large paiches of bare earth where ancient trees were once rooted
are being swallowed up, evermore, in every flight | take back home. What
can | do”? | wert to a coal site in (Lewis County, WV) where the workmen
stated appeasingly that they replant new trees as the law dictates.
However | soon found, by the admittance of these workmen at the site,
that these “generic” saplings will only grow 4-feet tali--yet fit the
loop-holed requirements of state law. if by telling my perspective on
Moutaintop Removatl will make make the smailest difference in changing
this practice, then | will feel more relieved as | fly once more to

forever my home.

Thank you for you time. Reply to this email is not required,

B. Morgan
A Concerned West Virginian

10-6-2
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I amran attorney in Danville, Kentucky who has been involved with mining issues since
1974. Thave worked in the courts, on Capital Hill and in many towns in Easternr
Kentucky and West Virginia to ensure that SMCRA was enacted in 1977 and that it is
enforced since then. In the past [ could count on both EPA and OSM to assist in this
effort to enforce the law and fo protect environmental resources.. Numerous federal
studies have consistently proven that buffer zones are essential to providing at least
minimal protection to watetresources from-mining pollution. In 1975 and 1976 when we
were compromising SMCRA to allow mountain top removal all sides to the-debate
understood this practice of mountain top removal would be the very rare exception to:
AOC mining. Instead we find mt. fopto now be the industry norm. This is an
unforgivable travesty. This practice reflects a lack of ‘will to enforce by both the EPA and
OSM. 1t is time for the federal government to stop the backsliding on this issue. Do not
weaken buffer zone protections: Strengthen them! Also, withdraw SMCRA approval of
mit top mining. It is appalling obvious thatboth EPA and OSM are too weak to enforce
federal laws so that Congress’ original intent that mt. top temoval mining would be a rare
exteption canniot be accomiplished due to the current political climate. Thank you for
your attention to these matters. Please do your job and stop EPA from being party to the
weakening of essential environmental protections.

With kindest regards, Mark Morgan.

5-5-2
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Jeffrey Morris

. J.JEFFREYMORRIS ~ REC'D 72370

ATTORNEY AT LAW
12100 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD .
DIRECT Diaz No. SUTTE 12795 f‘mm“l’fm
(310) 4517884 Los AncELES, CA 90025 10 571
JEFFREY. MORRIS N April 16, 2604
Mr. Jonn Forren
January 19, 2004 .5, EPA (3FA30)
1650 Arch Street
Mr. John Forren Philadelpnia, PA 19103
U.S. EPA {3ER30)
;iﬁ;};‘;ﬁbfinx 15103 RE: Limit Mountaintop Coal Removal Mining
nia,
RE: Limit Mountaintop Coal Removal Mining Dear Mr. Forrens

Dear Mr. Ferren:

abor of tha Izaak Wa

o long timo me o
conmental

ica and keep current on en

Arn

I am a long time member of the Izaak Walton League of

America-and keep current on environmental issues. This travesty of use of onr patura. rescu

travesty of use of our natural resources can never be andone. Please think of future generations o

undone. Please think of future generations over the short term use of this fossil fuel. It will be burnt anx

term use of this fossil fuel. It will be burnt and increase acid rain and forgetten. The devastation left in 1-9
acid rain and forgotten. The devastation left in its wake 1-9 will remain an ugly scar for ali time.

will remain an ugly scar for all time.

I understand balancing

setl needs, but unless there ig
I understand balancing competing needs, but unless there is R >he upf;? o t oS r
an absolute need that will be left unfulfilled by the a: a»ue. ute ‘A.,« hat w I 4 B '.\ ;fl:,. t\’f ':» .
absence of this fuel, please reconsider the EPA’s position. absence of this fuel, wlease reconsider the EPA’s position.

Very Truly Yours, very Truly Yours,
b4 y Yy X

%

. £f Morris .
J. Jeffrey Mor J. Jeffrey Morris
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Robert Moss

bobmoss@hbestweb.n
et Ta:
o
0170572004 06:22 Subject: Draft prograrnmatic Enviconmental Impact
Statement (Draft BI5) on mounmintop
M cogl mining

R3 Mountaintop@EPA

Project Manager John Forren
LLS HPA (3HA30)

1650 Acch Btreet
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Project Mansger Forren,

PLEASE NOTE: You will probably receive hundreds of identical letters on this subject. That
doesn't riake them invalid. They are from teal people who have real jobs and real family obligations-
-any many work hard as volunteers trying to protect the envitonment on which we depend for life.
Tn other words, they're busy people. The lelters are not automatically generated From a list--each
indivichual must actively request that the

letter be sent in Ins/her name, even 1f no personal editing 1s done.

1 ind it unconscionable that the Bush adiministration plans to continue to let coal companies destroy
Appalachiz with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury
streamns, and desteoy communities.

Acrording to the adiministration’s draft Eovitonmental Impact Statement (EI8) on mountaintop
removal coal mining, the environmental effects of mountaintop removal are widespread,
devastating, and permanent. Yet the draft EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of valley fills that
bury streams, no limits on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, no protections for
impetiled wildlife, and no safeguards for the communities of people that depend on the region's
natural resources for themselves and future generations.

Remarkably, the Bush administration’s "preferred alternative” for addressing the enonmous
problems caused by mountaintop removal coal mining is to weaken existing environmental
protections. ‘The draft KIS proposes streamlining the permitting process, allowing mountaintop
removal and associated valley fills 1o continue atan accelerated rate. The draft EIS also suggests
doing away with 2 surface mining rule that makes it iflegal for mining activities to disturh areas
within 100 feet of streams unless it can be proven that streams will not be harmed. This "preferred
alternative” ignores the administration's own studies detailing the devastation caused by
mountaintop removal coal mining, including:

- over 1200 miles of streams have been damaged or destroyed by mountaintop removal

chirect impacts to streams would be greatly lessened by ceducing the size of the valley tills where
mining wastes are dumped on top of streams

the total of past, present and estimated fatuge forest losses 15 1.4 million actes

forest losses in West Virginia have the potential of directly imipacting as many as 244 vertebrate
wildlife species

- even if hardwood forests can be reestablished in mined areas, which 15 unproven and unlikely,
there will be a drastically different ecosystem from pre-mining forest conditions for
generations, if not thousands of years

- without new limits on mountaintop removal, an additional 350 square miles of mountains, streams,
and forests will be Hattened and destroyed by mountaintop removal minng

The Bush admimstration's "preferred alternative sgnores these and hundreds of other scientific
facts contained in the EIS studies. In hight of these facts, the Bush administration must coasider
alternatives that reduce the environmental impacts of mountaintop removal and then mplement
tmeasures to protect natural resources and communities in Appalachiz, such as restrictions on the
size of valley fills to reduce the destruction of streams, forests, wildlife 2nd communities.

Sincerely,

Robert Moss
17 New Street
Bloombield, New Jersey 070033603

cc:
Senator Jon Corzine

President George W, Bush
Vice President Richard Cheney
Representative William Paserell
Senator Frank Lautenberg
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Robert Mueller
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David Muhly

--- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:43 PM -----

Dave Muhly

<vafw(@naxs.net> To: R3 Mountaintop@EPA
cC
01/06/2004 04:49 Subject: Comments on the EPA
Mountammtop Removal Mining DEIS
PM

M. John Forren
1.8 EPA (3EA30)
1650 Arch Street Philadelphia, PA 19103

COMMENTS ON THE EPA MOUNTAINTOP REMOVAL MINING
DEIS

In August of 2002, I had the opportunity to fly in a small plane over parts of
Kanawha and Boone Counties in southem West Virginia. I was intellectually
aware of the practice known as mountaintop removal mining, but nothing
prepated me for the shock of what I saw that afternoon. I saw vast areas
completely denuded and changed forever. Forests were gone, and streams
were buried. And, perhaps most distressing of all, this was not an isolated
occurrence. As far as I could see for many miles in any ditection, similar MTR
sites were revealed like festering wounds in the earth. I considered it then, and I
can consider it now, an ungodly practice, unworthy of civilized man, an
abomination, a sacrlege.

It is indefensible that the Bush administration plans to continue to let coal
compamea destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level mountmntops
wipe out forests and bury streams in the valleys below. This practice is
damaging not only to the environment, but directly threatens homes and
communities anywhere near such operations. Many small towns in southern
West Virginia have been reduced to virtual ghost towns due to the damage
caused by this mining practice.

Mountaintop removal mining and valley fills should not be allowed and the
laws and regulations that protect clean water must not be weakened. In
particular, T oppose the proposal 1o change the stream buffer zone rule that
prohibits mining activity within 100 feet of streams. This rule should be strictly
enforced for valley fills and in all other cases. In addition, the classification of
valley fill that excludes it from the definition of waste and thus allows it to be

10-6-2
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dumped wantonly into streambeds is an unconscionable breach of the public
trust, and is indicative of how perverted the system can become when profits
take precedence over people, Mountaintop removal mining and valley fills
should be a prohibited practice.

According to the administration's draft Environmental Impact Statement (ELS)
on mouataintop removal coal mining, the environmental effects of
mountaintop removal are widespread, devastating, and permanent. Yet the
draft EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of valley fills that bury streams,
no limits on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, no
protections for imperiled wildlife, and no safeguards for the communities of
people that depend on the region's natural resources for themselves and future
generations,

The Bush administration's "preferred alternative for addressing the enormous
problems caused by mountaintop removal coal mining is to weaken existing
environmental protections. The draft EIS proposes streamlining the permitting
process, allowing mountaintop remowval and associated valley fills to continue at
an accelerated rate. The draft EIS also suggests doing away with a surface
mining rule that makes it illegal for mining activities to disturb areas within 100
feet of streams unless it can be proven that streams will not be harmed. This
"preferred alternative” ignores the administration's own studies detailing the
devastation caused by mountaintop removal coal mining, including:

over 1200 miles of streams have been damaged or destroyed hy
mountaintop removal

direct impacts to streams would be greatly lessened by reducing
rhe size of the valley fills where mining wastes are dumped on top of streams

the total of past, present and estimated future forest losses is
1.4 million acres

forest losses in West Virginia have the potential of directly
impacting as many as 244 vertebrate wildlife species

even if hardwood forests can be reestablished in mined areas,
which is unproven and unlikely, there will be a drastically different ecosystem

from pre-mining forest conditions for generations, if not thousands of years

without new limits on mountaintop removal, an additional 350
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Dr. Mendi Mullett

square miles of mountains, streams, and forests will be flattened and destroyed
by mountaintop removal mining

‘The Bush administration's "preferred alternative” ignores these and hundreds
of other scientific facts contained in the EIS studies. In light of these facts, the
Bush administration must consider alternatives that reduce the environmental
impacts of mountaintop removal and then implement measures to protect
natural resources and communities in Appalachia, such as restrictions on the
size of valley fills to reduce the destruction of streams, forests, wildlife and
communities.

I'm disappointed and angry that the federal government ignored its own studies
when it proposed weakening, rather than strengthening, protections for people
and the environment. 1 do not support any of the three alternatives contained
within the Environmental Impact Statement Report. All three options will
make it easier for companies to destroy streams, endangering wildlife and
nearby communities. This is not tesponsible action! Due to the environmental
and social impacts that can not be mitigated under any circumstances,
mountaintop temoval mining and valley fills should be a prohibited practice.

Please consider these my official comments on this proposed action, and add
my name to any mailing list generated, electronic or otherwise, to keep citizens
informed of the progress of this decision.

Sincerely,

David Muhly

Regional Representative

Sierra Club - Appalachian Region
Rt 2 Box 118

Bland, VA 24315

(276) 688-2190

(276) 688-2179 (fax)

{276) 620-0717 (cell)

david muhly@sierraclub.org

- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/09/2004 02:51 PM --men

mendif@ emi.net
To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
81706/2004 04:09 e
AM Subject: Don't destroy our mountain ecosystern!

January 3, 2004

Mt John Forren
US EPA (3EA3)
1650 Arch Street Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr. Forren,

Tam upset to learn that the Bush administeation plans to continue to let coal companies
destroy Appalachia with mimng practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury
streams, and destroy communities. Support limitations to mountaintop removal mining: 1
am a native West Virginian born in the Ohio Valley, now residing in the Rocky Mountains
of Colorado. As a researcher and adjunct college professor, I have had interest in the
Mountaintop Removal projects over the past several years. My information developed over
time by both my students and my own research efforts indicates that the original thinking
about providing community improvements as part of the mountaintop removal plans were
forward thinking and with the best community intentions in mind. In practice, over time,
bowever, the effort has lost its initial appeal and instead of helping communities with the
concept of envitonmental management in mind, the effort has become an jndustrial
nightrnate, destroying the very beauty and appeal that makes people want to live and work in
West Vieginia. An overall lack of audit and control on both site selection and maintenance
perfarmance has led to a.degradation of communities and rural environments a5 well as 2
visual eyesore and a blight on the native animals and ability to grow vegetation n the
affected accas. The lands being decimated by the moutaintop removal activitics were opce
beautiful places that residents were proud to call their home, As a native West Vieginian, I
am sickened at the ugly scenes that have been left by the mounuintop removal operations,
The result has not been an environmental trinmph that safely provides better communities
for West Virginia residents each time 2 Mountaintop Removal project is completed.
suggest that the tesult of poorly selected and poorly managed operations has resulted in
teduced economic end tourism opportunities for the citizens in the long run. My
recommendation is to take the time and effort that should have been in place all along for
providing effective well-audited resource removal without the overall destruction of the
landscape.

According to the administration's deaft Environmental Jmpact Statement (EIS) on
mountaintop removal coal mining, the envitanmental effects of mountaintop removal are
widespread, devastating, and permanent. Yet the draft EIS proposes no restrictions on the
size of valley fills that bury steearns, no limits on the number of acres of forest that can be
destroyed, no protections for impeniled wildlife, and no safeguards for the communities of
people that depend on the region's natural resources for themselves and future generations.

10-6-3
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Cory Munson

The Bush administration's “preferred alternative™ for addressing the problems caused by -
mountuntop removal coal mining is to weaken existing environmental protections, This 7 j—««.
"preferred alternative” ignores the administration's own studies detailing the devastation ‘RSC'D
caused by mountaiatop removal coal mining, including: JAR O § 203
1200 miles of s been d: d or d d b : ! JO
- over 1200 miles of streamns have been damaged or destroyed by mountaintop removal; .
. . . . . AL AARL, L4}
- direct impacts to streams would be greatly lessened by reducing the size of the valley fills U.s. énn Kty ﬂamoj (3€4 30)
where mining wastes are dumped on top of streams;

- the total of past, present and estimated future forest losses is 1.4 million acres; Philadelpina Ph

- forest losses in West Vieginia have the potential of directly impacting as many as 244 P /

vertebrate wildlife specics; ! QI o3
- without new limits on mountaintop removal, an additional 350 squate miles of mountains, ' ’

streams, and forests will be flattened and destroyed by mountaintop removal mining.

Dear Mv. vven -
In light of these facts, [ urge you to consider alternatives that reduce the eavironmental
impacts of mountaintop removal. Thank you for your consideration of this important issue.
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Mark Murphy

Sheldon Myers
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---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:32 PM -~

"samy et 123@sbegl
obal.net” To:  R3 Mountaintop@REPA
<samyers123 ¢

Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Mining
01/06/2004 12:30
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

Please make honest recommendations in the EPA's FIS. Tearing up mountains fora
minimal supply of coal is simply ridiculous, as it does more harm than good. Anyone
can see that the small amount of coal simply isn't worth the damage done. 1-9

The truth will come out sooner or later, so it might as well come from you now.
Sincerely,

Sheldon A. Myers
Attorney at Law

521 Texas Avenue

El Paso, TX 79901
samyers 123(@sbeglobal.net

Sheldon Myers

521 Texas Avenue

El Paso, TX 79901
samyers123@sbeglobal net
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Grace Naccarato

Susan Nadeau

Valley of the Dammed
s pten
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Valley of the Dammed
A Tommernt on bthe Draft RIS Mountaintop Minin

I. ntreoduction

Tre methed of coal wining called Mountaintop removal mining has
4,

undsr increasing scrutiny acd controversy over the last few y=ars.
Mountairtop mining invelves blasting up to 600 feet off the top of a

wountain, aszd removisg the soil

d rock, called espoll or cverburden,

seam of coal lying just bslow the surface. The
overburden expands in volume conce removed from its original lczation.

This

overburden has to be plas

o elcowhere, and usually =uds up
on adiacent valleys or hollows that nay be the headwaters for
intermitient or sphemeral streams.! Once winers remove the coverburden,
they carn mine up to 100 percent of the exposed, valuable, and low-

sulfur coal geama lying benezth.”?

@
@

Thia wethod of mining ceal has been called efficient as well

profitable, kbocauce coal companies can maxinize ccal production at

lower costs than Lraditieonal underground mining.  The companilzs point

proudly =9 thelr contributions to the reglonal economy. ‘The West

‘qin

a ozl incustry edported some two billion dellars worth of coal
in 1995, and smployed cloge to 20,000 people.® In 1999, three percent

of the total in #Wost Virginia were in the coal irdustry.? This

comparss with 197%, when almost ten percent of the state’s icbs were
provided by mining cperaticns.® FPurtherwore, in 1998, mountaintop

removal minez empl

oyed only 2300 workeras, less than a half percent of

ctate jobo.?

an important energy roscurce, generating fifty-sin

5
sent of the slasctricity in this nation.” West Virginia ie the second

X
largest generator of ceal in this country. Almost all of the

ricity in Kentucky, Virginis, West Virginia, and Tennessee cowes
8

from cosl=-fired power plants.® This resource is not only important to

i Paul A, Duffy, How Filted was my Valiey: Continuing the Debate on Dispoxal Ispiects, 17 J. Nat. Resources & Eavil. L. 143, 144,

* Crystal Moore, Lack of Subject Matter Juvisdiction ox Politicnl Deferral: An Avalysis of Brage v. West Vieginia Coal Association,
17 J. Nat. Resourpes & Bovil. L. 67, 69.
h

’M&unmnmp Resnoval Strip Minieg, The Curse of Appalachia, at hitp:iiwww it i it org/facts htm
.
1d
"see supra, note 3.
178, B.P.A. Region 3, Mountaintop Mining'Vallgy Fills in Appasachia Draft Prog ic: £ 1 Inspact Si 1, B8-2,
Jume 2003

West Virginia and the region’s easergy needs, but sbvisusly, it iz a
matter of patisnel intersst, given the reoent sast ooast blackout.

The pesitive attriputes of surface mining ave oflisst by the

environmental hazards and epvironmental damsge that oscurs throudhout

the entire mining process. One of the most wcerning eff of

walley £ills with overburds

ig the incrsase in chemicals that and up

downshtrean from valley fills., Chesdcals found in greater guantities

downstrsam include sulfur, sodium, and most concasrning, sslenium (found
in 12 of 15 zites to szceed state Amblent Water Quality Criteria).®
Ancther big conoern ig the extensive and peomavent changes that

#ins

iy with valley £ills., Much of Appalashia has high mou

surrounded by desp valleys or hollows.  The

ess overburdan 1s placed
in the valley alongside the mountain, as it is more sconomically
feasible for the ¢oal industry (compared to hauling out the excess
amount}. Az of Z001, an estimated 1200 miles of headwater stceams have

T

fn

been dirsctly impacted by this pr and 724 stream miles {1.2% of

streams) were covered by valley fills from 1985 through 2001, An
estimated 1000 miles of valleys in West Virginia’s Huntington District
alone have been filled with mining overburden up to 200 feet high, and
zeveral miles lang.™

Thir conflict betweaen

rgy needs, the economic stability of the

reglon, and the conesrns of envircnmentalista cver the damage corurring

in the region erupted in Bragg v, West Virginia Coal Associatl

plaintiffs in Bragg alleged misspplication of not only the Clean Weter
ot (CWA), hut alse the Surface Mining Control Feclamation Act {SMIRA)
by the West Virginia Division of Enviropmental Protection (WVDEP).

specifically, they alleged that WYDEP approved surface mining

applications of coal companies that did not meel mandaiory

13

environmaental standards. Az a result of this litigation, the
plaintitfe, Federal agenciss, and WWDEP agresd to settle ths CWA
portion of the case. The settlement agresment reguired the agencies to
prepare an Bnvircnmental Impact Statement (EIS).Y

Tt is the Draft of this EIS to which most of these comments will

ke focused. Proposed altsrnatives in the Drafn EIS will be examined

*Id at HLD-6.
Wid. at BS-3,
Y How Filfed v My Valley at 176,
" gy, West Virgtata Coal Ass’n, 248 F.3d 275 (4 Cir, 2001), cert. deniied, $34 US. 1113 2002,
n
Id. 8L 287,
Y MIMYF Draft Prog ic Hmpact 8.
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individually and discussed te zee it they mest the statod gw-:\l.'s an

purpsszs of the EiS. HNext, the Proliminary Draft BIS alternatives will

ke discussad. Finally, the impacts to the strsame, s=arth, and
community will ke addreszsed regarding adequacy of the EIS alternatives,

and suggestions to alleviate gome of the mors profound iszues,

L4, THE DRART ENVIRONMENTAL IMERCT STATEMENT
AL BACKGROUND

sted in the Federal Reogleters, lss

te consider developing agency policies, guidance, and

t gency decizicn-making processes to minimige, to the

wm extent practicable, the gdverse envircnmental effects to waters
and to fish and wildiife re roes alffected by
perations, and to envirenmental ressurces that

e o)_f?"‘té‘d by the size and location of excess spoil disposal

in valley fills, %

The setrlement agreemsnt reac

d by the plaintiffs, and federal

agencies regquired the involved agensies to enter into a

Memorvandum of Understanding (MOU) to establish an interagency

iration process, which would improve the permit prossgs,!'®

Currently, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineer

{CGE) has the principal

authority te regulate the placement of £il1 into the waters of ths

nited States under the CHA Sention 404, ther by a general permitc or

an indix

idual parmit. The Office of Surface Mining (08M) has the

authority to delegate the SMRTA to gtates that have more rastrictive

regulations. Therefore, the WYDEP has pu

woy over the SMOBA permit

&

Service (FWS) iz responsible for administering the Endangered Species

soess in the state of West Virginia. The U.8. Fish and Wildlife

{E5A}, and issuss permits for incidental fakings.
Clearly, thers are many agenciss involved with the issuance of

permits for surface mining. An effort to coordinate projects amongst

velved agencies is a step in the right direction, and should

naistency in the applicstion of regulations. For

example, there iz no definition of “£i117 in the te

ual language of

ch led to inconasistency in application of ulations. In

the case of the WA, both the EPA and COE regulaticons had different

¥ Nouuanmem, &4 Fed. Reg 57 78 (Reb. 5, 1999).
B MTMVE Draft Prog trd Frpaivst i at -8

definitions of “£ill.” in order to determine CWA § 404 Yurisdicticn,
thie ERA and COE redefimed “EL117 to an

rtects test.,” Thus, if £il3
had the “effect” of creating dry land or changing the bottow slevation

of a stream, then CWA § 404 jurisdiction applies, and COE would ke the

permitting agensy.!’

ot

There must alse e a concerted effost by the lead agency {Federal
oy State) to not only remaln on track with the focused gealsz, but to be

able to hold the ot

agencigy aseountakle to the

ted purposss of

the invelved stabutes., P exmple, SMORA ragulaticns include a

“stream buffer zone” rule, which gtates that no one can mine within 100

feet of iotexmitient and pereunial streams.”® However, the OSM and
WVDEP have nut besn enforclng thie rule when dealing with valley fills.
In sus, couvrdipation, cooperation and placalng amongst the

varioue agencies are all positive aspacts of this Draft ZI5, Thege

proposed action alt rives are largely administrative, howsver, and
thig Draft EIS falls far sh

to rhe mazximum extont practicable, the adverse snvirormental effects to

t of the rest of its purpose: toe minim

152,

waters of the United States and to £ish and wildiife resour: affected

t3l repources that

hy mountaintop mining operarions, and to enviz

ceald be affect aizge snd locaticn of

d by the

aftes in valley fills.*®

Furth

mre, 9o pot be fosled into thinking that the Pueh

Administration had no say in this Draft BIS. Consider the following

statement from the Interior Department. In October Z0CL, Deputy

Secretary of Interior Steven Griles, a fccomer mining lobbyist, proposed

to refocug the study on “eentralizing and streamlining coal min

permitting .’ He went on state “Wa must ensure that the E1S5 lay the

groundwork for woordinating cur respective regulatory furisdiction in

e o, aefficient manner., At a minimum, this would reguire that the
14 at bin,

" 30.C. PR, § 84657 Hydmlogic balance: Stresm buffer zones.

{8} No land within 189 fext ofa p il stresm oF an i stream shall be bed by sutface mining activities, unless the

vegulatory suthotity specifiealty suthotizes surface mining activities closer to, of through, such a stresin. The regulatory authority may
anthotize sach wtivities only upon Bading that—
{19 Surtece mining activities will not cawse ot coniribute to the vietation of applicable State or Federal watex quality standards, and
will not adversely affect the water quantity snd quality or other emironmenial resonzess of Lhe stream; and
(2 1f there will be o or -chanrsel fon, it will comply with § 816.43.
g:) The area not 1o be &iamﬂmdxhal! be desigrated 45 a buffer zone, and the operdtor shall mark it &5 specifiedin § 816.11.
see sapra nole 14,
*Ken Vgsrd Iv., Mining Study Due for Releass, Report will Pusk 1o “Stremmline” Permiss, The Charteston Gazets, 5/29/03 at $a.
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EIS8 foous on centralizing and stresmlining coal mine permitting, and

2ing or mitigating environmental impacrs,

AL NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE
Thio iz the bascline alternative from which to compare all cther

ailternarives. This alternative maintains the regulatory preograms that

B. ALTERNATIVE #1

This altornative provides for the C0E, on a cagse-by- e kasls,

to make the primary determination of whether and how largs valley fills

from Mountaintop Mining would bo authorized., The COE wonld presume

that most projects would require an individual perwmit., OSeneral pammits

Pormits or NWP 21} would be applicable in limited
circumstances.® (OB would rely on SMCRA reviews (in Weat Virginia,

this would be done by WVDEP), and would require mitigation of

unavoidable agquatic impacts {(on-site or in-kind off-gite}. The

would be the lead agency for ESA consultation on aguat ragourses, and

the SMCRA agenclies would coordinate with FWS on aguatis and terr

=

oM would consider rulemaking so that the stream buffer zone

vould be inapplicable ho oucess spoil disposal in waters of the u.8.%°

This alternative focuses on the peomit procegs, and coordinating

agency decision making processes. This alternative would allow for

more on

Lronmental assecgmenta of impacts on watersheds less than 250
acres in size. The General or NwP permit process has been criticized

for the cal of projects with little or no administrative

delay. rmed by the COE statistics. The COB processed an
average of 74,%00 applications annuzlly betwsen 1996 and 1899, and
authorized 84,4 percent of them under the NWP permit,  The COR required
cnly 6.7 parcent of the appllcanta to underge an individual permit, and
denied only 0.3 percent of the applications.™ The COE esvaluation of
valley £ills under the individual permit would at leset force the

involved agencies to gtep and think prior to allowing valley f£ills.

2 1

2 COE anthorizes at its discretion individua) permits for projects that have mote than raindial adverse offocts ot iuvelve watersheds
fess than 250 acres, end TeqUives an envirormental assesament, General permits (NWP 21) age authotized for projests that
individualty ar enmrtatively have only mintmal sdverse effects, or are projeis in w«m}mh greater than 230 acres. Thess NWP 21
prrmnits are intended 1o speed up the spproval of activities. MIMLVE Drag Iy { fnpiict. atl-1.

S 14 at 5S-5 and BS-6.

% How Filled was My Valley at 176,

The mosgt concerning part of this alternative {and the cther two

alternatives), is that bhe resort recomwends the O8M revise the strean

buffer zene ruls as inapplicatle to excess spoil dispesal in waters of

the U.8.%% 7This recommendation is bassd on deference to the COF
analysas ¢f the agquatic rescurce impazts, and would make the strsam

Buffer zons rule wmore consistent with SMCRA and CWA provisions.

However, allowing the dumping of ovsrburden within 130 feet of a stresm
would irreparably harm not only the habitate of critters within the

impediate srea, bub would also add miperals toxic to aguatic 1life, suoh
as sulfur and selenjum to lesch downstream. This Draft ELS, by its own
admisgion, admits that there ig insulflicient data Lo determine the

goopa and lung=term elfects downstrszam of overburdsn that impacls to 1_10
slreams persist. L @lse states that indirect lmpacts will conticue

regardless of which alternative is selected,” Phiz is simply

Un® table, The simplest and mogt direct response to thies problem is

to enforce the rules already in place. OSM and WYDEF have not been
erforcing the stream buffer zone rule, due to supposéd cenfusion and

inmongigtency botwsen the THA and SMCRA statutes. Huwever, the plain

languatfe of SMIRA is clear, and perhaps 1t is the COE who should defer

to the language of SMURA under these ciroumatances.

. ALTERNATIVE #2

The Draft BEIS identifieas this alternative as the preferrad one.
This would effsctively stresmline the process of permitting, with a
joint application process overs=en by the SMURA agenay (in West
Virginia, it would fall te WVDEP}. The SMURA agency would reosive the

application for a permit, and then the 0B would initially decide the

applicability of inpdivideal permit provess. Ay geperal or NWP Z1
permits processed by COE would rely on deta from the SMCRA review,

Hitigation of unaveidable aguatic impactz would be required at zo the

appropriate level., Furthermors, SHCBA agencies will take the for
ESA wocrdination for NWP 21 permits.,  FHS would ain the ability to
2z

congult on uncesoived BSA issussz for all OWA sectlon 404 permits.®
Thig alternative bazically creates one permit application that

the coal industry would sulmait to the COE and to SMCPA agencies These

twn agencies would jointly {while maintaining independent review)

® MIMAF Draft P Lot stILBT.
Pl atIVET
1. at BS-6.

5
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determine the gize, locaticn and number of valley £ills.®® As noted

previously, coondination amo

gt agencies 1s gowud, in that limited

gourcez can be combined. Data ccllected by different agencies for

diffsrent purposes i not viewed one integrated projest., What must

be mazde clear, however, ls that this collected data i showing a

permanent impact on the environment in West Virginia. There is not one

gingie word in alter

e #2 whlch satisfiss the Lwaft EIS purpose of

minimiz the envir

wntal impacts of valley £illz. It comes in only

a secondary

ki

in that streamlining the

o

v minimize the pzrmenent impac

g and pro

s g

alternative #2 locks to increase the number of NWP 21 pernits
authorized by the COE (alternative #1 is the only one which stazes that
COE mugt presume that most projscts reguire individual pemmits).

L. ALT

RHNATIVE #3

Thiz alternat would make the SMIRA agency the lead in the

permitting procese,  The COF would procsss moss

valley £fill projects as
MWE 21, and few would require individual permits. The COE would

reguire the individual permit only 1f it found the application

inadeguate due to lack of dats, mitigation, or alternatiy

censidaradg. ™

Chrvionsly, the coal companies must have jumped for foy when they

caw this alternative. 7The gosl of this alternative is to snhance SMORA
programs vo zatisfy CWA section 404 reguirements, While there would ke
2 jeolint permmit, as in alternative #2, the lead agency would actually be
the SMIRA agency (in West Virginia, this would fall to WYDEP). The

assumption is that the SMCEA review is much like an individual permit,

with the exception of off-site mitlgation. his mitiga 1 oweuld he

The fact that COE would routinely proesss valley Till

a3 NWP Z1 permi ig encugh to diswmiss this alternative,
Furthermore, the current environmental rezord of WVDEP with valley

£ille is less than stellar. Adding further regulations to enforce and

muniloring bo A sbate with limited rescurc is probably not a wise

wnviron=ntal cholee.  Part of the problem say slsce be due Lo pelitics
a3 uswal. The coal industry was the teop doror in the last two

elections of some elected officials in West Virginila, and three of the

wu
514

last four heads of WYDEP have come frow the coal industry.™ An old
aving comes to mind of the fox helpg in charge of the henhouss.
None of the alternstives discussed in the Draft EIS adequately
deals with mininizing the environuental impacts of mountaintop rining

and valley £illz. They do not spsak to any environmental justics

They do not propose reductions in the size of stresms

affected, Thney 4o not propose specific mitigation procedures. Thev do

eractly what Deputy Secretary of Interi

- Griles wanted; they

iline the coal mine permitting process,

1L, THE PRELIMINARY DRAFT ENVIRONMEMTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Prior to the release of the alovrementicred Deaft EIS for

mountaintop mining and valley f£ills, the EPA released a preliminary

drzft in January of 20 Thisz preliminary draft included many items

mizsing from the final Draft relessed to the public this yesr. The

iminary draft SIS focused on minimizing adverse environmentsl

imgmots, rather than focusing on streamlining tho pemmitting process.

The iessue of increasing scrutiny of permite

iving valley

fills would be aided by a Mamorandum

Understanding (MOU) between the
involved agencles. The agencies had enterad inte the agresment wit

the goal of enhancing ceoperation and communication in arder to ensure

coepliance with all applicskle federal acd state laws.® Changing the
whole tone of the 2I8 te stresmline the permitting process, rather than

using the MU for coordinatlon asd cooperaticn, seems almost to be a

duplication of effeort. In other words, improving communicaslon,
timelines and ccordination amcngst the various agencies would do more
to “streamline” the permitiing process than removing rules and

regulations put in place to protect the environment.

A, ALTERNATIVES DISCUSBED IN THE PRELIMIMARY DRAFT EI3
Thers were four slternatives discusgsed in the preliminary draft

First was the Nc Acticn alternative, or baseline, which reflected

1oy policies and de n-making pri to the litigation in 1998,

Thisz would not be a prefsrred alternative, for that very reason.

* Petar Slavin, Razing Appalackta, May §, 2002, at itp: Fwww.ci it Ap.him,
U8 BPA Reg. 3, Mountuintop Miing/Valtey FUI Envirumseniod Inpact Stetenent Pw!lmmzry[)m}!, ES-1, E8-3, (January
2001) at http:#wegazetle comves.
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Alternative B would rastrict valley fills to watasrsgheds between o

ma}, and would restrict £fills te the

reactics of the watershed. This alternative would result in

fiil being deposited in more rather than less water

dz, and a greater
nunber of pictic comwunities would end up impacted™
Alrernative O weuld place the Fill further downstrean, posaibly

under the CCE

tion 404 NWE 21 permit program, The wabtershed size

0 acres,?  The watershede affected would be

would range betwesn 75-
Targer {Unrermeittent streams), and should resuit in fewer valley fillsa.
Alternative D would not limit fills to the aize of the watershsd,

but would dwplement many new pr
b

rammatic actions to reduce aquatic,

terrestrial, and comsunity impact concerns.’®

F.o WHY TTMTT THE STZE OF THE WATERSHED AFFECTED?
The preliminary RIS Iscked at the current percentages of valley
£ills by acreage. In Kentucky, for example, 81 percent of proposed

valley £ills were in watersheds lese than 75 acres, while 14 perosat

were i watersheds betwsen 75 and 250 acres, the rest being in

=ds

wate than 250 acres.” Az praviously discussed, t

2% permits are currently isszuved for watershedsa less than 250 acres,
therefore, 25% of valley fills in Kentucky were approved without any

kind of environmental assessment {and West Virginia's record is Just as

dismal). If one vere to reduce the watershed acresage slze to at least

a 7% acre waterzhed, Kentucky would reguire envireonmental asséssments

on at least 19 wore affected watersheds, and West Virginia would

environmzntal asseszments on 41% of affected watersheds (szized

There is another suggested reduction in the size of watersheds Lo
35 acres, found in a cumulative iwpact study prepared for the B.P.A.

for thisz preliminary draft.” This reduction was not even mentiomed in

the prelimipary draft, as if it did not even exist, but will be

diszcussed further in the impacts section as a possible alternative.

14 at BS-14.
PRl oat V-2,
14, at B8-S,
M
“

¥ Gannett-Fleming, Landscape Seale Cumnlative bnpact Study of Futuro Mosntaintop Mining Operaticns, (March 2002} . at
hittp./rwvgazette comveis

T. DISCUSSION OF PRELIMINARY ALTERMATL

ES

The albernatives disoussed in the preliminsry draft were
certainly more premisging than those actually published asg ths Dratft

”

EI8, The impositisn of a “eright line” ruls on

watershed to a lowsr asureage is essential to the protection of

intermittent streams, Identifying the types and =iz

bl

ngs more clarity to rvegulaticns on dungping overburden into sensit

hal>itat areas. The only acreage limit Ligted in the 2023 Draft EIS is

de.

the 230 acreage limit., There wasg 5o cons ion for the protection

ef the larger watersheds from permanent damage, was Lhere

congideration for the smaller and more fiagile swozystems in the

current permit system. The lower acresge watsrslhieds ((-73 acres) are

mostly ephemsral streams. Generally, ephemeral streaw flow il ln direct
response to precipitation, and is more random than periodic. The

larger acreage watersheds (73-250 acres) are generally intermittent or

geasonal gtreams, During dry periods, interstitial water flowa through
the material below these intermittent streams.”™ This is important

bocause 1ife forms are able te continue their life oycles by burrowing

inte thig invterstitial ce. Onoe thiae ares is covered with 200 feet

)

of overburden, the 1ife forms can no longer exist. Along with dmpesi
a Yhright line” on the give of the watershad affected, thersa must
monitoring of coal company practices and the lmpozitions of stiff

mslties or the thrsat of criminal prossrmtion.

III. IMPACT ANALYSLD

re extensive

The impacts of wountaintop wining and valley

£ a
‘2 are addressed at length in

and in mozt cases, permanent.  These impas

poth Draft statements., Some iszues are dismizsed az not having eacugh

data, ¢r they are just dismissed altogether. It is impsrative to 10_2-3
discuss the impacts of these mining operations or the communities
atfected, and offer altsrpatives to cumpensete for the damage cansed.

Dismissing Lhe impacts as nuisance issues leaves the comaunities

te will he dizcussed as

feeling as if they are powerless. These im

eooromic issues.

aguatic, terrestrial, comsunity, and

A, AQUATIC ISSUES

* Mowntatintop Mining/Valley Fill  Imprzct S Prediminary Draf, at E$-7.
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Aruatic izcucs inelude impacts to otreams, groundwater, and the strean flow bescomes intermittent. The ephemeral portion of the stream

st atfected. Boonadosliy, the burdesn of

effcotivoness of current mitigation practicos. channels would be obwicasly
prost of dewarcation would fall on the permit applicant.
i, IMPACTS TO STRER Limiting the size of the watershed affected will alzo reduce the

T:

© are many types of strosms affocted by valley £ills. Plant dawage to intermittent streams. According to the siudy done by Gannett

i

comeunities found in high-gradient streams are uniquely adapted to Fleming for the EEA, limiting watershed size to 0-3% sores produred
survive in that type of envircament. Thesze habitats zupport an inpactes w¢ the fewest nuwbey of watersheds, comparad to the 250 acre

watershed size.” The 35 ascre limit was fourd Lo impact the shortest

idered to be endemic (some epecies being very

21t glre s codueed Lhe sma i ¢ L Gen LagR O 1 HTE BrgLy
Swall streams and headwater streams play an lenyth of stream, and produced the smallest percentage of stream length

affected. Futthermore, the 3% acre restrictlon produced the lowest 1'8

conversion of organic matter to nz particulate
A i o - e - s numbrer of direct impacts to stresms,™
12 dirsct impact from mountaintop mining is the -

b Gf the “stieanm buffer zone rule” and restricling

burial of these stroams underneath 200 faet of overburden.,®

s ©r less will peduce the lmpacty of

The stresms may algo be ippacted by tho constructicon of

affected watersheds to 35 ac
A

mountaintop wmining and v

3 s R . lley £ills on aguatic resources. These two
zedivontation ponds beolow valley filiz,  In West Virginia, i E
M

. suggestions must be incorperated inte the EIS and implemented by both
sedimana 341 ot channel h

ponds can range from 150 to b
federsl and state agenciss involved,

cooupancy, @nd can be located 2200 feet from the toe of the valley
This gediment-laden water can be expected to flow into nearby 5_7_2 i
i, IHMPACTS TO CROUNDWATER

ederd streams, thus affecting zguatic life, Toxic minerals such as . )
Arother problew noted by the praliwinary draft and during the
aulfur and selenium have beoen noted in nigher concentrations below

. scoping process for the Draft RIS is the effect of surface mining on
nining, and cven higher concentratiens downstream of £ills.® 7To date, Grented
P GEI R

groundwater quality and gquantity. Sclestific studies have do
thare has beon no adeguate action to mitigate for this damage to a . s . Pt
the dacline of groundwater quality in relation to surface coal mining,
stroams or aquatic life. The preliminary draft gtates uneguivocally

kecause exposure of overburden and ceal the rate of oxidation

that neither siresam congtruc

Groundwater quality

o] o g A Tars - i
an arnd enhancement or wetland creation of sulfur-bearing minerals ansch as pyrite,”

atd
on domenstrated to full

P ~ i 'r neLions 2] 3 i 0y
¥ cospensate tor the functions lost by degradation in West Virginia was found te cccur within 1500 feet of 5 2 2

the £illing of headwater streams or the i irect affect: 3 downstre: ; . PR it 4
the £illing of headwater streams or the indirect effects to downstroam mining sites, which resulted in increased iren and aulfate.

sk of from overburden dumped upstream,®?

Groundwater quantity is also affected by the actions of surface

in order to protect headwater streams from these devastating ies.  Hesidents near the mining sites cauplain of

mining compan

N A to o re Fupe g YWor raam bhuFFear - Lt . . . R K
one has o look ne further than the “stream buffer zone rile reductions in well water following klasting in the ares.'® This may he

HMUHR. Ao noted previously, the federael and state agencles due to changes in the flow of groundwater frow typically clean
chould enforce a probibition of surfa mining activities within 100 fractures to pores spaces in overburden, which mey appsar as springs.
foot of an intermittant or porennial stream.*?  The agencies should not Shailow groundwater systems were found te be impacted the nost by
only amend their regulations to comply, but they would also have to surface miring activities.”®

create s protoool to define the termittent stresmms. Then overburden

would be pla “roed out” 100 foet upstream of the point where the

“ Landycape Scole Camulative lmpact Stady atjil,

"' B4 atvii,

. %LL 2 B85, dounsatutop Mining Volley Fil { dmpact Prefimipary Drefl, at ES-11.
*1d, ol

‘1 2t S0, I atBS-17.

“4d 2t BS-10, 14, s ES-10.

21 s BS-11,

* gee supra uote 18,
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o cither quality or diminution can bo 320,000 per scps for sedimentation pouds.’® Coal companies could also

ents.  Given the fact that most residents in the parform other incsl mitigetion or improvesent projscts of equal value

Appralachians are ecencwmically burdened by the effects of surface to the mitigaticn paywent, in lieu of a direct wcash payment. In West
rining, it seems appropriate to requirs coal conpanies Lo compensate Virginia, most mine operations preferred the direst cash paymest.’® The 5“7'3

rocidents for the loss of their wells. Changes in blasting procedure 5*2-3 truth is, compensation kay be more attractive because it is difficult

to

v owour fart Anically compensate on-site mitigation adequately. Perhaps ths

wr away from residences may limit the profound changes in
next best option is to use the cagh payment to purchase lapd trusts or

groundwarer flow,  Studies should ke conducte y COE or the

i ¥ Sristine roaas fro any o S e
appropriate to bank pristine areas fram any developuent,

agznoy o detorwine the best course of action for

well owners in the area of a surface mining coperation.
iv. THE LAST WORD OGN AQUATIL IMPACTS?

CTICES valley fills destroy stosam habltats, alver stream chemi
- Ry

affe B m flow and thermal racteri

>4

, and peduce downstream

iii.

Az grated

1y, current nitigation practices have noet been

o

. Cy s Lranspozt of organic matler. Before the litigatlon, valley fille also
natrated fully conpensate for the functions lost by the £illing POk © = N ! L4
Coes . destroyed gtream habitats before adequate environmental assessments
«i headwater ctreams or the indirect effects to downstream segments 1-8

. . . N L . were performed. Asg acted in this section, these impacts can be reduced
from upatremn £ills,  Studies noted in the prelininary draft suggest
, . . considerably by conforming to SMCRA regquirements, restricting the sizse
that wetlandr constructed on mining sites do not replace in-kind many
of tha watershed affected to 0-3% acres, and putting appropriate

=f the pre-mining functions provided by headwater streams.®  Creating

) . . . X mitigation practic and penalties into effect. It is unacceptable
an lzolated wetland on a reclaimed mine doss little to contribute to

that the Draft EIS &id not even conzider any of thege in ite suggested

the kloley of sguatic scosystem downstream from the minzs.

altarnativas,

able to inhabit the coreated wetlands, but a
streom would be the best option. The preliminary
stream ¥ © B P ¥ B. TERRESTRIAL TSSULS

cundwater f£low would help The tut
ine R2ie3

that. are wmest important terrestrially are the

=
resstablish stresa hannels, by designi cackfl glopes or down P : :
establish stream chamngls, by designing backfill elopes on the reclawation practices {nr, lack thereof} of the surfacs wining

o5f the mined ar 52 .
of the mined area. 5-7-3 sompanies, and the effects of deforestation on plante and wildlife,
The toration of streams would roguire some regulatory changes
£ill configuration, This should be a part of the i, ALMOST LEV D, WEST VIFGINIA

initial permititing process. The permitting agencies must provide
d B P

SRA, 30 ULS.C.

Part of the requlations contalnsd in SN

monitoring of these regtoration activities, and penalties for seq., regquire that cverburden be replace to its “appeoximate original
Currently, neither the SMCRA nor the contour” thus putbing Humpty Dumpty back together again., Cowpaniss
CWA peoultt process requires the assestment of opportunities to must reciaim land sc that it closely resembies the general surface

replace lost aguatic habitat dus to surface mining activities. This configuration of the land prisr to mining. Howsver, fectoss such &s
h

will need to change. Furthermors, WYDEP indicated that on-site swelling of overburden after rewmoval wake it impossible to replace all

mitigaticn of stream and associated wetlands was not the norm for pre- of the excese back where it came from {50, some ¢ dumped in valleys

litigaticn mining operations. mourtain miy

in fact, coal companies in West adiacent to the site). Also, reconstructing a s an

able in that

Virginia opted to pay into a stream impact mitigation fund, at a rate be impossible, and frankly the stability would be unpradic

to the toe of a fill, and

of 5120,000 per acre for streawn inpa

5

I
%14 at ES-12 14 st ES.13
14

5 l;‘l
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furthermore, the rogulaticns are une r as to what constitutes

wimate original contour” for a specific area.®™  The SMURA allows

wiring companl to obktain & walver from the contour requirement, 1if
they can propose an alternative use for the cverburden that will put

the land to an egual or better cconoric or public use after mining than

before., The pecmit applicants must zhow that they will man the

overburden in ascerdance witir applicable rogulations and that theae

57

uees will not damage natural wateroourges.

The involved agenciles chvicusly do not

In 1998, a

LOCAL newspapara

in West Virginia. cording to the West Virginia Gazetie,

gquartess of the active meuntaintop removal mines in that

did not subniln contour variences, nor did they submit the reguired

post-mining development plara.®® At the time the article w written,

rhirty~tour miness, both active and reclaimed, thst received contour

varianvos wore identified, and ONLY CNE included a plan for future

deve lop

mont.”? 8o much for compliance with regulations.

Thore ne

to ke some clarification by O8M as to acceptable

contour varlanese, as well as oversight £o make sure the mining

campanios are in compliance with rogulations, 08SM has the authority to

pull pomits

if the state iz not complying with its own regulations.
terhaps it is tiwe for C3HM te step up tz the plate.

re Lo use “fich and wildlife hakitat and

companieg 1i

racreation lande” ag a popular postemining land use.™

Thig places flat
patches of plainz betweon the old growth forests of Appalachia. The
landocape then takes on a checkerboard pattern and habltat patches

e

cme isola

dversely affect species reproducticon and

survival. 1t ¢ the introduction of non-native invasive

spacisg, and the subsequent loss of native flora and faunas, According

18-1-2

to the prelimi

vary draft ELE, non~pative species are concldered te bwe

nd mwost important threat to bilodiversity, after habitat

there chviously needs to he some ccordination amongst sgencies to

develop procedures to reduce the introduction of non-native and

 frow Fillad Was My Valley, 17 J. Mat. Resources & Envl, L. at 145,
kA

* Kea Ward, Flattened, Most Mountaintop Mines Left as Posture Land in State, The Charleston Gazette, $29/1998 at
hitp/www, % i g MINEOS09. htmd,
i
ol
Mowntaintop ining'Vatley Fill Eswirommentol Dupact Statesment Preliminary Draft, at ES-18

invagive species. One would think that listing species unacceptakls to

reclamation prods

would be Plrst on the agency “to @0 List, There
are resmlations already in place which limits the psreentage of land on
2

whick nen-native vegetative species can be planted.” Therefore, the

existing regulation can be used to limd

vhe percentage. There should

alsc be incentives te fos

cer the reintroduction of npative plants and
wildlife. This could ke accomplishedd by providing credits towards

nining compenies for good reclamation practices. The decisions

should oocur during the perait applicatlon provess, so that all impdcts

les

and reguirements are conslidered early ln the process.  Jommanl

zhould alse become invelved with this process. The prelimdnary draft

suggested periodle cillen meeblngs during mining Lo angwer Ques

explain righte and discuss concerns.®

1i. DEFPCRESTATION IB HOT DELOYELY

The forests in the study area are charscterized by a dive

urderstory of troes that

er attain canopy status, and wildflowsrs

are very commen.®

This <diverse forest type provides excelleoht habitan
For wildlife and game speciag alike. Grasslands and open areas are

rare in that area, and thersfors gdo not support native sp

mintng cowpanies take great pride in varsion of heavily f

land to grasslands they call habitat and recveation lands. Howsver,

thia converalon has the potential of ag the fauns of the region

from that which is dependent upon undisturbed intact forsst to one

dominated by grassland and sdge dwelling species.™ cannett Flewlng

suggests that long term mountaintop mining scenarios may portend the

1oss of over seven psrcent of forest cover, eguating to 32,600 hectares

2f forest. Fragmentation of the terrsstrial envircnment by increasivg
aumbers of grasaland patches suggest that the blological integrity of
the study area ie in ieopardy. The study found that the 15 acre
drainage basin restriction scenaric yielded the least awcunt of impact

to the terrestrial environment.® Ansther problem is that future forest
42

harvesting is projected to oscour on approximately 312,414 hectares

30 CFR 816111 (a)2).

S Mountaintop Mining/Valley Fill Knvh st Prel
" Landscape Scale Cuomtlntive Inpact Sty atvit.

o X 'd-

3

T LL st

‘1

Drat, at at TV F-15,

17
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The study admits vhat forsst harvesting causecs ioss duration of impact taking on & checkerbeard appeacance. Many of these changes occurrsd
compared with mountaintop mining. Bowever, forest harvesting combined without oversicht by G5M or the state agencies. There st be pre-
with unsontrolled mountaintop mining will leave only 35% of existing permiteing evaluations on the habitat, such ap an environmental

&%

forest in the study area today.”

amsessment.  As noted in this section, th Lipa can be reduced

The of s of defsrest

. . . e iderably by instit - 35 me xinaoe basin restricti
n on rative songbirds are a big congideraly by instituting the 30 acre drainage basgin restriction

concorn to the publ scenarin, and putting appropriate monitoring and doguwentabion

One of the commentators during the scoping

o s quotad a study by Latts and Baltz from 1997, which noted that pragiices and peraltiss into sffect. Furtherzore, EWS should be the ]_-8
fragmentation of kreeding bird habitat would have profound effects on 7,.,3-2 agency allowed to oversee habitar restoraticn, which would regquire soms

cocrdinration between FWS and the sta SMCRA aguncy, perhaps spelled

BIS did

reproductive success of avian apea:ies.m Tha study stated that

out ia the M0U., The 2003 Draf conglder a lower drainage

fragmentation could

ise insularizatiorn effects, increased nest

i i 5 i3 s basin restrivtion in any of cthesge in ite suggested alternatives, nog
predation, increased nest paragsitism by Brown~hesded Cowbirds, and b 4 e 5¢ ’

did it find that invasive species was a signiflcant issue. Glven the

creased palring success. These effects could be gufficient to causs

L . - N . . incredible destruciion of forsst ln the future scenarlos suggested Ly
local daeclines in bird pepulsticns. Three other studies guotesd in the

the Gannet Fleming study, these findinsge are deplorable.

QG2 Dratt BIS aloo confirwed the correlation between forest

ation and deciine in Nectropisal avian migrant pepulations.”
C.OOOAMUNTTY IBSURS
There should be a concertad s=ffort by all involved ztate and
Community isdues are pet even a mincr foous of tha 2003 Draft
federal agenci

to charasterize the habitats prior to allowing mining . . ‘s
EIS. However, thay were noted in the scopling process, with cltizens
operationg to begin, in order te properly evaluate the effects of . . . . . . Pra .
somplaining of klasting and reduction in alyr quality,”™ Cowmurnity issuss

wmountaintop mining on plants and wil fe. This would require szoms .\ . . . ) . .
include effects of blasting, ailr guaiity, and environmental Justice.
pre-permitting evaluations, with the input of citizens, mining ., e
i. BLABTING
companies, wildlifo experts and envirommentallists., There also should . N s , : :

A [ eHp ! Y The biggest complaint by citizens centers on blasting. Blasting
e some identificzation of the bost options {(best managoment practiceal)

iz percejve -he most detrimental fartor in degrading the everyday

vy helis v, e resTrin i s X . L L.
to help restore tesresirial habitats lives of citizens residing in prozimity to surface mining operations.”
Riong with the pre-permitiing evaluaticns, there absolutely MUST A study commissioned by then Sovernor Undervood showed that the noize,

be some monitoring of reclamaticn practices. The agency most gqualified dust, and air shock not only damsged property, but also significantly

te moniter the reogztoration of hablitat is FWS. While SMURA is the 19-3-3 impaired the guality of 1ifs of thosge impacted. Furthemmore, the study

perritting agency Zor mining activities, and oversees reclamation and

noted that hlasting had the grearsst neq ve dmpact to people living

16-3-2

contour variance, they are not wildlife experts. Flus, reguiring the adijacent to the surface wining activities.™ Laws and regulstions are
SHMCEA agency to oversee alil of the impacts puts & gtrain on limited suppesed to sef limits on vibrations; epecifically the SMCRA
state resources.  Allowing WS to oversee hakitat restoration, and rsqulations eddress these issues,’® The Governors task force found,
requiring documentation and continucus monitoring of reclesmation plans heseever, that blasting methods have changed eignificantly over the
makes mure sense than the suggested alternatives in the 2003 Draft ELS. years, while the SMCRA requlations hawve not.
The 2002 Draft EIS dismissed these concerns over blassting,
iii. THE LAST WORD ON TERRESTRIAL IMPACTS? stating that “blasting is a significant issus” and that the

Mined landscapus, ohees healthy forest habitat, arze increasingly

being changed to a mosalc patehwork, with the resulting landscape ;"Mmmmpmtmgﬂwgyimnw. E ! Bripaeet 8 at -5,
i ~ . ’ g Valley Fill wendal oot Statement Prolisminry Draft, st BS 17,
kHaw:m!mep MiningrVatley Fill Exvirory Tmpact Stacesnent Pretiminiry Draf, s

I,
#ldatx 7 Id, atBS-18,
:? Mountaintop MiningVallsy Fill Dragt Pr i £ ! bapact $1 at 116,
d.

19
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“affected perecns may have logal recourse regarding blast nulsances ronoxide were found in axbkient air at digtances greater than 1000 feat
vi1 action.”™ fpparontly, they did not know that lsse than from the blzsting opersticns.®™ oh, sure it iz insignificant.if vea
ane <h of of en complainta result in citations., They did not know don’t live shere,
that sven it citizens have a pre-blast survey done {and wost do rot At the very least, thers pseds to bs some assessment of the
pecause of the sxpersc) they must still prove that the blasting was the public healrh riske aseociated with fugitive dust and blasting fumes, 1-—8
actual cauat of any darage to their propoerty, an almost impossible feat This souid be potentially a bigger issue, once the public is notified
for most, to come forward with any complaints of breathing di agthms

eF similar allments a

srbation, or oth

lies in the preliminary draft, which suggests two

5 s ot Ther 2, the sugg ot ion would o incieass pul
actiong. Pirst, conduct rosearch to discern whzther the current SMORA thersfors, the sugy acticn would be Lo increads pu

w4 ; ; s . s N egarding these possible side eifects of blasting,
reguiations are effective in preventing blasting damage from the new regarding t possible side eifects o ting

mothode ueed by surface mining companies. Second, pre-blast surveys
Lil. ENYIRO

MENTAL JUSTICE

should be performad to assess quality and gquantity of private well

o . : . . Exacutive Gsder (EQ) 12898 addresses how exn BE ALD
Bublic sentiment lg that coal companies routinely cause
-

der environpental fustize in their decision-making.™

and regulatory agenciszs lanors citizen complaints. Another

federal ags w8 must identify and address

tizn would ke to allew more public input hefore mining B
dispropertionately high arnd adverss human health or environmentsl

wied, along with the size and iwpscts of the nining

. . R effects of ite programe, policies and activities and low
the public complaing about blassting damage, there . \
we populations.  While the decision te mine coal i an economic

a form of Alternative Dispute Rescolution or Mediation N

ane, the congsguences nf thias actinn adversely affect the populationa

lve ifasues between citizens and mining companies. Thiszs would be . X
in clase proximity to the operatiocna.
neive than oxternded litigation, and would give affected moars of minority
W oNuUMLEreE I NOriy

Census data from the study area indicate

=

groups, but high mumbers of low income hoyseholds. ¥ These citizeas

consideration because the impacta of mountsintop mining 10"7‘2

merit spe
ii. PUGITIVE DUBT AND ALR QUALITY

are more likely to be felt disproportisnately by this population.

ith risks are not discussed in the Draft EIS. The

Thess people have lived here all their lives, they are undersducated
sliminars e 23 into gor discussion of > health risks 3 . in
preliminary drafc goes inte some discussion of the health risk {aost without a high school diplowa), and they tend te live in

d with mining

ivities secifically eal on . P R .
setivities. Spscifically, heaith r can sunstandard housing.®  The substandard housing can be most vulnetable

oceny from inhalation of particulate matter following blasting. One o damage from blasting.

out of her fawily home because her The 2003 Drafz EIS did not aissuss envirowmental justice
foped asthma, which the doctor klamed on coal dust 15-1-2 concerns. This is another klatant lack of ragard for low incoms
qualz tend to be lecalized within the lmmediate area of the popuiations and their disproportionate share of the impacts. This
mining ever, trucks and railway cars routinely haul cozl or popuiation needs to be addressed in any EIS regarding mountaintop

overburden from the wmining site other destinationg, and dust can rmining and valley fillg, solely because they are the most vulne

emanate frow this indirect method. The preliminary draft notaes a study govermmental actions in this region.

of dust and fumes from 3 wmines, which dencnstrated that detsctable

concentrations of respireble dust, total dust, nltrie oxide, and carbon

» Mauntam!ap MiningValley Fitt Envirmaental Inpact Statewent Preliminary Drafl at ES-19.

” Mountaintap Min’ng’?al}aﬁy Fill Drafi P matic £ tal bmpact at [LA-6. ﬁ &t BS-22.
* Mining Egfects 3 Htg: iningfx/mining2 S.shtmi »
» M\mmlr&:p Mining Valley i'Hl L’Mromﬂauc[ !Wpact Smlmm{ l’rebmlmery Draft, at BS«17.

Rmmg Apputzchia, at htip:/fwww cl it gAp htm
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iv. THE TAST WORD ON TOMMUNITY IMEAC

8% ky only one dollar per ton.®”  The economic studies, commigsicned by the

These are rot the only compunity issues that oz vp in the EPA, also show that p ricting these valley fills to x ewmaller
seoping proce tloeding of downgtream communities from valley £ills acreage limits would increase the price of eslectyicity be only a few
ig acnthar that the public is concerned about. This ia because cants per Mega Watt Hour (W}{x}f’ﬁ Furtherpore, Shers w o notakils

e dam differences in wholssale sjectrici ration levels apong

&
g floods, one boeing the Buffalo Creek coal wa

¢ oacre

preliminary draft found that valley £ill failures are the different scenarics (0-35 acre, 0-75 acre,

§ et Lop: be coppet it of the o W

uncomeeon, and those that coourred were preventable within the existing restricticns) due to the coppstitive nature of the snargy markekbs.
) ) fes 1 P - 3 prices, 47 act i 3 sz i the
regulatory framework, ard no actiens wers suggested.® The projections for coal prices, in fact is to decline over the

Loibated Lo a

pericd up to the year z010. 7This declining trend is

dnother izoue that came up was the locatisn of mining activitize

copivination of depletion of regerves and compebicion with Western

on culturally 2ignificant landscapes, Proposed plans to surfacs mins

an N . . . . 5 .
i F— o3 . coal.™  Tha economic implicaticns of thess projections would be me
bBlalr Meuntain, & scens of struggle to unionize the cealfields in the 10- Z-Z * M k prajec =

strongly felt in scuthwestern West Virginiz, where coal mining

carly 1%007s was met with much rezistance from nearby residento. A
. . . : employment is the largest. This mekes it very loportant te balld
ested actieon would be to hold such important oultural lands L 9 ¥ e

. infrastructure and to diversify sconomies in those regions amost 1'8
4 Land Lrust.

affacted. Any alternatives should include actions that include

The bottom line with these community iszsues is that it is . .
provisions for bullding this infrastructure. Hot surprisingly, this

rat

ve that governmental agencies romembeor that comwminities exist
sed in the 2003 I

was not diso

near coal mining operations. Theoy must revise regulations to protect

the public health and property from excessive damage from these large
Tv. CONCLUSTON
mind

operations, and protesct culturally significant landscapes.

Thero alse should be an assceoment of environmental justics izsusa.

=]

The 2003 Draft Envirn

nmental Impact Sta

42

Ignoring them in the 2003 Draft ELS will not make thow go away.

sent. was anything B
1=

environwental, In fact, the Draft BIS was deficisnt on wany lavels,

W

2ddiressing the permitting process and neglecting what should have heen

AN SHOMLC 1SSUES . . e
. HOMLE 1S5VES 3 primavy purpose, the minimization of adverss effects tn a beautiful

e

primary goal in planning mining operations is te balance

b

nd pristine environment. I cannot support any of the alternatis

1-5

ratics with conzistent production cests. A typlical largs

guggested in that Draft,

= mining operation will producs almost 10,000 teons of coal per

The preliminary Draft EIS released in 2001, while not perfest,

cre, and will produce betwesn 1,000,000 and 2,500,000 tone per year.®® the

M

manayed to adidress isgues and made some suggestions for

Weet Virginia’sz Staze Budget Office receives approaimately five minimizing tne impacts that mountainzep wmining and valley fills have on
parcent of its revenue frowm coal geverance taxes. Mountsintop mining the surrcunding areas and comeunities. T would sucgest looking ab the
erployment, mentloned earlier in this comment paper, accounts for only following issues more clossly. First, C0R should reguire inaividual 1-6
about 2300 joba, or one-half percent of all state jobs. It is obvious permits for any valley fills asecciated with meurtaintop mining, to
that the region is economically dependant on this rescurce, and there sresure that an environments! assessment ls performed. There should be 1-8
needs to ke a concerted effort to diversify and develop an economy that a viable asseesment of rastricting valley fills fo watersheds of 1%

can flourizh once thie rescurce is spent.

: ; s : P 1 o 5 3 I st the B ' g al ol
i ’ - ~ y e & 3% a 1 br the Droft Impact Burt the Hiren from w Remeval £
Thn ir ntation criction on valley £ills to 35 & gﬁww Yl F‘;Ib i e e a1 hap e 2t ooty pdTAIS. act. shoet pit
or legs would wminimally iwg the price of coal, increasing the p: ”ISL
* G«;nnmﬁ Flering, fnc,, £ i Ipracit § M; st Verdley Fill Mining in Cenlral Appalachio Ecenowmic
M1 at 5820, Coneguences Report, /232002, 1, 10,
¥ld
k3 l‘i
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Patricia Napier

, : ' : . RECcD AUS * 9200,

= or lees. The Gannett Fleming study demonstrated that this

setriction would least impact the surrounding snvirommsnt, bBboth

. Cuaspuad O, 2003

atuatic and terr=atrial. Next, enforce currenst rsgulations, such as

st.rsam buffer zone rule,” which will reduce the ippacts of

traam guality and quantity. Monitoring by OSM or the WJ.C&A- v 1455 = E 4 N
cy of “approximate original contour” compliance weould - ‘“‘“Q o D Q“ L MC"MO{“’ ;—0 +

al cowpanies to perform thelr required reclamation practices. C{.{\B—b’{’ eEL s L 'Cnhuum.nu\d-ab ‘-«GJ’Y\.DM}' j"’m*
regulationg to include harsht penalties for nosncowpliiance. 1 8 M).”
Thi 2 sn additional incentive for coal to “clean wp its act.” - ‘ \_{Qlﬂ AAA ;,‘Q [ A 4 -
Lastly, environmental justice concerns must be addressed, sc that .
- : ) ’ j doloo Osa c,,ogﬁmmfn,o Dha mﬁmm

lations do rot L powerless and diemissed by the coal I

! -d

companies or their e govermmenc. oo %QJA&_AQ_W that g yan ool YWY G
Almozt Hegven, West Virginia is becowing Almost Leveled, West Fhee Nuauee . i d“m‘-‘ "-* U‘)Md ks " L‘«MQ{A %
Virginia. Let’s not lst that happen. LUL.A LA DAA LW‘L_‘. &mm Lu._s\aun'{" bt :
doctnin qum o deadtidtn | ool - My m<3
ca. e m(lo. ‘H«u«.& Lq;;—‘ L 4’&«: Qm& o Hueo 11-1-2
h\Y M 3

C‘Buft{:\k ’

N AML»W “hao Wesltd He atia '
me/s«_.,r alan. MO M “hyodand hao

3 L\)cvkuf e b, Lmjim%zxog.un&_ P b DAL
1990 ouwd Mg teads. o diesad Lux.uu% doy

Aot oA Claddaan (a3 he

.LD. Amo.aahug s.arth »Hu, < mow onenaa el iats

PRGA. QLA miuxw ‘HAAJ’ J.u—w.u, m& V A Cday

dofunloe o . s 8 Ca hesuhiind | Guaas hea
Nt O Q_Lnuﬂ wth, N\M\% —f—-«.&m 7-2-2
taeea o dancadd |’.)cmcb:) Loty )‘\’\.&.r{b Lm Eim,
1 Omuniale don ;Qku Ananato A uwum:o(, :
I uf .A&&.km I I
7 Mn{&&. % £ o +—
q’.).{o,::.u 4«0 S Qe 0dd Fha tocnrabo iy 11 Wens

Mead
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AnnNelson

o M‘f é&uﬂ_ s, Muf_-us,um ﬁmua__/qn_&,s Vst
R 'Mg/’f-!."-@ DV PNy W R rhaald /HthLL/ /O«Lgéf% Vl"fla,w
R % A FS .95 Maw o atibid. Dhe Trugounedadiots

o de et Lue ol e ova. @d__c/mi_&;w.ﬁw._h_w s

Ann Nelson
Lobad b ae Fadicois ab{f&li&.,..\.ﬂua—ma‘:%:&ei“%m-. S Date: 1/08/2004
SO e WY S~} m}&.h__s.@“u)f*-fﬁ[_xj Db '«»%.W e i City: ‘Terra Alta  State: WV Zip: 26764
] .,Mélm,mzﬁkm U@,&/ Ao, do Net ocecpt dhoe
] WQ’ cvf_ CL‘J/ M bt Wadd dea “La& A T'am opposed to the continued destruction of mountain tops in West Virginia. Our
A ﬁ“‘& S ecology is slowly being permanently ruitied, along with highly valuable sources of clean
e “:# i’“*“ Z’ T —— water that sarely are worth as much as the coal.that is being removed. In the rext -9

e e o] Jila»mk‘ 7@ = éo» b qﬁkw& hee Toonez . . e millennium, the shortsightedness of the Bush administration will be written about in
_ . ~{c /uaé Fhto _and Had blao. '@m\, e e history books. And water shortages will be the causes of many wars and much litigation,

b e et e e e o e et e s
yesd
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Nanette Nelson

‘, N At Nalon/ \ zﬁt&w

~ Wi
), @
When 1 sat down last night and thought about this meeting, I became both sad and angry. The very subject of MTR eath to go 1o bed when it rajus. They sleep with their clothes on. How ean people have good mental health w
onjures up extreme emotions for true coalfield residents, Those of us who have lived in our communities for many

se thoir workd being destroyed around them? Depression is common and so is amiiety, These are problems th:
ured overnight. You have caused these problems, and it is up to you to fix them. It is time for these regulator
» have some backbone and tell these companies to clean up their act,

enerations are one with the land, Not many people can understand this concept, You just have to know our hearts,

[ want to impress on you the true cost of MTR. We hear that the DEP, EPA, and other agencies plus industry want
3 rely on so called scientific data. But the data ulways seems to suit their wants and needs. Certainly not the coatfield
asidents. How do you gather scientific data on people, their feelings, their hopes and dreams. You cannot. This EIS
tatement is a sham and it is a disgrace fo oven present to the people of this state.

You want to talk about economic development. Where is it? According to the DEP website there are 363 active
sining perrmits in Boone Co.. They say that MTR sites can be made into economic development sites. Where are they?
‘here are 79 active MTR sites now, and I doubt that there will ever be any kind of economic development on Big Coal
Jver. Our county has terrible conditions around MTR sites. Property values have gone down, People could never get 1 1 3 5
nough out of thelr homes to buy an equivalent home elsowhere. People have worked all their Hves to have a home only o
» see it’s value go to almost nothing, Whitesville and Madison are only ghosts of what they once were. Everywhere
sere Js MTR, community death follows.People have left because they can’t stund living in the conditions caused by
1TR. Our schools hiave been closing, We have Jost many schools in our county in the past few years, Need I say More?

They say that MTR is wonderful for wildlife. If that is so why is the wildlife coming down into our yards looking for
»0d? They never did that before. You never hear a whipporwill any more, Big Coal River used to be full of fresh water 6_ 1 ..5
wssels. They were huge. They were everywhere in the tiver, They are all gone now. You have poisoned and poliuted
nid blasted and dusted the environment to death. Not to mention the unprecedented flooding that is occurring
>mewhere svery time we have a rain event, This used to be rate, now it is becoming commonplace. And who pays? As
snial FEMA i called in and Federal tax dollars are used to try to help these families recover. But even this Is a sham.
EMA doesn't even come closs to paying enough to put these poor people on the road to recovery, Some of these
mifies will never have normal lives again. Agein the coal and timber companies get off scott free. Where ig the justice in
1is? Whea is this ever going to end? When you have destroyed the lives of everyons or have run the rest of us off 5o
ou can have free reign to do whatever you want with nio one to see? I truly believe that this is your goal. You wish that
e would just all go away. ’e;'re not going anywhere. So don’t get your hopes up!

You say that MTR is a safer mining Method. For whom? I imagine that it Is for the person sitting in a big air .
anditioned piece of equipment. But what about the people ‘who have to live around these sites? Remember, these folks
ide’t move in on you, you moved in on top of them, I8 MTR safer for these residents? I think not. | want you to know
smething, T am not against coal minfng, I am againat irresponsible mining methods, My husband worked underground
# many years. The true miners knew the dangers, and so did their families. They accepted that danger. These men
gposed themselves to these dangers every dsy, They exposed themselves, no one else. The are true brave men. The
sople who work the MTR sites may have a safer job for themselves, Howover they are putting innocent people in
arms way. Little children, the elderly, common people and even babies yet unborn are in danger around these sites, And
su call this a safer mining method? I think not. When you put people in harms way that are not even connected to the
tining industry to save your own behinds, I call that cowardice.

The true cost of MTR can never be measured, The lost forests, the polsoned water, and the lost species that our
aildren will only hear about. But the worst cost is what Is has done and is doing to the people, The mental anguish of
e people can never be measured. T have seen a man cry when he talked about the destruction around him. But the
‘orst to me is the little ones who are terrified of the rain. Those children who have lived through floods are scared to 1 7—2-2
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Paul Nelson

A8 ﬁfgwf,f/ Ltd e

T
/ . . . fagp Issued Mining Permits
Gei:tl t;’;:n 1 have in my hands & list of 363 active mining permits in Boone Co. alone. Not
t i o 3 b 2
;96“;3&‘ g the many pending permite, You talk about economic development. Where is ’S? QI bfvi; t (363) Issued permits for BOONE
Y e vt ; R Pormittoe Type | Permit | Issued Facility Name Current
You keep talking that you need MTR because of the jobs it creates. Ekctuaﬂy MTRis Wi ,:,[f b Date Statas
;,‘hxninam\g jobs. [ was an vnderground miner, Thg mme thet T worked at employed over three
undrc&. men, A company can operate an MTR site with ag fow as twenty men. You call that job GY r’rospect P500998 j03/12/1998] FISH PROPERTY NO. 2 New
;reatmnwh:m}'t. wrkh:gllmvg;m o v;gxk Tput myself in danger no one else. MTR puts everyone in CORPORATION
anger. When I wo rground the company would fuss about and 8 inch middle band of l HOBET 21: ALMA
rock in an 8 foot seam of pure steam coal. But you say you can make money moving whole ARK LAND CO - {Prospect P300499102/08/1999 HORIZON New
mountaing fo'r ] MI seam of conl, The ggunoxﬁos don’t add up. You talk about the wonderful ARK LAND CO  [Prospect P501301105/02/2001] H21: CAMP CREEK New
habitat for wﬂdhfe that MTR creates. If it is so wonderful why is the wildlife coming down into H21 LITTLE HORSE
ouée commusities to eat. We don’t have an overpopulation of wildlife it is the fact that their habitat 1-9 LAND CO ll’mgp ect  {PS02001106/1 12001} ~cpprg pROSPEC New
is being destroyed. yeet FA B ARK LAND CO _{Prospect _|P502300}07/10/2000 ARK LAND New
- thaf ltigey dalr:ge; fosed [;m ht:e environment not only by the MTR operationa biit als6 theé booby traps ™ . ARK LAND CO_{Prospect 12303101 08/28/2001 Hmél“z? mﬁw New,
ave littered the hillsides witBYEvetyplace you turn is gated off. What if & child would ARK LAND CO t  [Ps0saosfiziniioos] : New
i h;::m coe t?i!?;tgrmm these companies above the law? In West Virginia they seem to be. et 0 HORIZON °
about VET’S ? They were a lot of good young men that were INJURED ARK LAND" F '
and KILLED due to BOOBY TRAPS, Why are we having to face the same thing here in OUR COMPANY rospect  |P302102{09/16/2002] HEWITT CREEK 2002 |  New
WEST VIRGINIA MOUNTAINS. Is this not the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA? IARK LAND lpm spect pso2s02l01/07/2003 CAMP CREEK NO. 2 New
COMPANY GAS
1t is time for a drastic change. It is up to you to have the courage to stand up to the Bush ASSET MINING, 1 Surfe HOPKINS FORK
administration and demand that the people be protected, not the industry barons. 11C ’ o;e urHace 1 5502496102/26/1997 QURFACE Renewed
. ASSET MINING, [Coal Surface FROZEN HOLLOW
P i g $503095§06/03/1996 Renewed
Th Co. (e 7 ot Dowon 500 7T, L o s
) ladt ' - ; . "
. Vi 7He 7 Y IMINING, INC Prospect  |P503490107/13/1990] New
1 e ,7(){,,.7/'{‘;),1/ // a2 H(I/ 7 ONE
i CeLCek ‘ o / o/ [{ —y /s COUNTY AR,  |Quarny 0503498]04/25/2000] PROPOSED QUARRY | Renewed
miKeuns Live pWiT NLRgRe Lt faie i’;ﬁ%ALo Coal Surf TONEY FORK
ace
_ o E S N
pe ke THi7 Ty Appabwe THe Lo kmrmc CO_ |Mine [0SO/ cuppacE 1 ew
i 2 I UFFALO l&’“‘ Surface | g50r305lospaioon]  TONEY FORK New
W« ALt Sy pp 05 A0 e [fRet AN MINING CO ne SURFACE #2
: URCO
. . - N £ O #/ Coal Sutface Phase 1
Live Jith Frslk FRom O RESOURCES L., $501690112/14/1990) Relooe
1 ) o . oF AMER, A
Dl - e Hey OF (IEESES CALLISTO
Courry (C7he YA 574 e Con Surtuce 55 pgonol 1512001 CALLISTOSURFACE | g,
COMPANY INC_{*""® MINE
CANNELTON lc oal
[INDUSTRIES ~ [r:o8  [D008082{07/16/1982 Renewed
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ANNELTON | 1
IYSISUS’HHES Und ergmuua 08/02/1982 Renewed
CANNELTON
Conl Phase 1
[INDUSTRIES |78 pa|U1004385006/071985 Phase
CATENARY MOCCASIN HOLLOW
RS Other 0301208{10/13/2000 MOCCASIN HOLLC New
CATENARY CABIN CREEK
COAL CO Other 0302590107/05/1991 HAULROAD Renewed
CATENARY A FOURMILE BR
COAL CO Prospect  |P303398102/09/1999) pp eppcT pERMIT | NV
CATENARY  [Coal Surface SAMPLES MINE
COAL CO {Mine $300495110/01/1996 EXTENSION Renewed
Conr ooy ﬁf&s‘""m $301000]11/15/2001| White Oak Extension | New
= “[CCCOAL Conl Surface FOURMILE FK
oAy el £300796{03/06/1097)  FOURMILEFK = § p oy
o ﬁgﬁis“’f“" $500192}10/18/1993| HORSE CREEK MINE | Renewed
. {incremental
gg&gﬁw I‘Eﬁ'f"’f“" $500304}12/29/1994 ORGAS #3 Phase 1 |
Release
CCCOAL  {Conl Surthee eooag loarisiioot Renewed
COLONYBAY  Ieauirond  [H022400/0729/1976]  HAULROAD Renewed
ggkg%m‘z ﬁfﬁ“‘fm 5000781/01/16/1981] SURFACEMINE | Renewed
gg}ﬁrg)};m ;ﬁgﬁ;s‘“f“‘* 5001581 }01/18/1981 Renewed
gg&g}&()};ﬂ Cmf?ﬁ‘es“‘fm 550008011 1/30/1900 Active
COLONY BAY ﬁmx Surkace {OLD) 5-67-83 & 5-86.
o o ” $50220411/22/1996 i Renewed
COLO )
COALI\(I;{)BAY g?ladiergmundlwglmé 10/31/1985 Active
COLOMY BAY gﬁg‘ﬂgmund Us00702002/14/2003]  STOCKTONMINE |  New
e [Prospect  [psot100osnenooe]  CASEY NO.3 New
AKOTA CASEY NO, 2
EJINNGNC {Prospect  [P503299}07/27/1999 PROSPECT New
AKOTA
NNGING  [Prospect  [Rso3oofiznisi2o00]  CASEY No.4 New
NG con cound|U502196{07729/1997 CASEY #1 Renewed
IDAKOTA Coal e s e -

ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

Other

0016583

11/28/1983

Page 4 of 18

Renewed

EASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

Other

03500686

04/15/1986

Phase 2
Released

EASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

Other

0500786]04/08/1986

Phase 1
Released

[EASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

Other

0509186

12/30/1986]

Renewed

BASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

Prospect

PO17181

12/02/1981

New

BASTERN
ASSOCIATED

COAL CORP. - -

Prospect

P500300

03/20/2000)

WINIFREDE 13 AND 14 | -

New

EASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

{Prospect

P501103

06/03/2003

HARRIS NO, 1
RESERVE AREA

New

HASTERN
ASSOCIATED
ICOAL CORP,

{Prospect

P501203

04/14/2003

MIDDLE KITTANNING

New

EASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

[Prospect

P501303

04/24/2003

LEWISTON DEEP
MINE

New

BEASTERN
IASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

[Prospect

2501700

05/10/2000

EASTERN
ASSOCIATED CORP.

New

EASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

Prospect

£301802

06/10/2002,

ROCKLICK RESERVE
AREA

New

IEASTERN
IASSOCIATED
ICOAL CORP.

[Prospect

P502002

08/20/2002

ROCKLICK RESERVE
AREA

New

[EASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

{Prospect

P502201

06/26/2601

|POWELLTON RESERVE

AREA

New

RASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

[Prospect

P502202

12/05/2002

EASTERN
ASSOCIATED COAL
CORP.

New

EASTERN
ASSOCIATED
COAL CORP.

Prospect

P502700

08/08/2000)

WINIFREDE 16 MINE

New

IEASTERN
ASSOCIATED
ICOAL CORP.

Prospect

P302900

10/02/2000

ROCKLICK RESERVE
AREA

New

RASTERN
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RAGLE ENERGY. , EASTERN
/1983
INC Other 000438303725, Inactive ASSOCIATED ‘m@m ps0asool113071999]  PROSPECT New
e 0506086]12/23/1986 Renewed g’;‘;‘ﬁ ‘:&RP :
Coal Surface .
EAGLE ENERGY[Coal I B égi%cc%gn ooal 5005385 }06/12/1985 Tnactive
INCX o [rosect [PSOLIS7/04n41997 New aSsoctaTED  [Cot Surface | ooene koo morioso Renewed
e
EAGLE ENERGY[pro o [o2om007losraartosy] WEST SIDE PROSPECT | 1= coAL corp, M
I X I EASTERN ool St ,
EASTERN onl Phase 2 ASSOCIATED oo 8502086102/10/1986 Renewed
ASSOCIATED v"g 4|D000382/09/16/1982 m‘“‘: o COAL CORP. i
COAL CORp,  [Undersroun ons EASTERN coal
EASTERN ASSOCIATED 0002083]02/09/1983 Renewed
ASSOCIATED  [C0% Ipooassafoaiz/ios phase 2 COAL CORp, |Underground
COAL CORP. naergr EASTERN
~[EASTERN " — -~ |associatep - [C8 - lpoomsgsliuizioss| - - | Tnactive
ASSocIatED  |COR Doosaszo7/20/1982 Renewed coAL corp,  [Undenground
Underground :
COAL CORP. EASTERN Cont
EASTERN ASSOCIATED  [1%% 4Juoosssafosnz/ioss Renewed
ASSOCIATED  [Haulroad  [H053400[08/27/1980 Renewed COAL CORP, ndergroun
COAL CORP. T
EASTERN ASSOCIATED |00 o) a3solin 771982 Renewed
ASSOCIATED  [Haulroad 060700{01/26/1993 Renewed COAL CORP, noetgroun
COAL CORP. ST
EASTERN associaTep [CO lyorgasalionaios Renewed
ASSOCIATED  |Other 0000483{01/07/1983 Renewed COAL CORp, |Undergroun
COAL CORP, EASTERN
EASTERN ASSOCIATED 8“3‘ J[U01498212/17/1982 Renewed
ASSOCIATED  [Other 0000683{01/07/1983 Renewed COAL CORp, |Undergroun
COAL CORP. RASTERN
EASTERN associatep (SO huososolioniiios: Renewed
ASSOCIATED  |Othes 0000882102/02/1982, Renewed COAL CORP, ndergroun
ggmm Fat50 Coal 5 /15/1980 Renewed
e IASSOCIATED 103 10171 enew
ASSOCIATED  |Other 0001383]01/24/1983 Renewed COAL CoRp. | Undersround L031500
COAL CORP. FASTERN ol Phase 1
FASTERN ASSO p [t 1401790409/27/1990) 1ase
ASSOCIATED  [Other 0002083{01/24/1983 Phase L ASSOCIATED  Mnderground Released
o EASTERN WINFIFREDE 13A
EASTERN Coal Renewed
ASSOCIATED  {Other 0006282111/08/1982 Renewed ASSOCIATED  |Underground 220042 05/23/1997 MINE enewe
S EASTERN 1 WINIFREDE NO, 16
HASTERN Con _— o0 : New
ASSOCIATED [other  |0007282012/17/1982 Renewed ASSOCIATED  IUnderground|220%0210% 14/2003 MINE
COAL CORP. 220 :
FASTERN EASTHRN Coal WINIFREDE #13 | Renewed
(=
ASSOCIATED [Other  |000748212/17/1982 Renewed ASSOCIATED Underground&mgl 03/02/199
ICOAT R e .
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CASTERN Coal o
ASSOCIATED 11500898{05/18/1999] POWELLTON NO 2 New
COAL CORp, _[Underground
[EASTERN Coal
ASSOCIATED U g JU500098105/18/ 1999‘ POWELLTON NO. 3 New
COAL CORP. naerground
BEASTERN

|Coal Phase 1
ggi?ﬁ%ﬂg]) Underground 1501386106/23/1986 Released
EASTERN Conl
ASSOCIATED |00 JUs01601{04/05/2002] WINIFREDE NO. 12 New
COAL CORP. ndergrounc
EASTERN

. Conl Campbell Creek No.14

IASSOCIATED 06/03/2003 | Ni
COAL CORD. Undergroundm Deep Mine ew
EASTERN Coal
ASSOCIATED - - - HJ501896109/22/1997] WINIFREDE 15 MINE | Renewed | --
COAL CORP. Underground
HASTERN

Conl HERNSHAW NO 13P | Phase2
ASSOCIATED 01/20/1995)
ASSOCIATED  [undergroundfU203593(01/2 DEEP MINE Released
[EASTERN

Cosl Phase 2
|AS 09/09/1986
CO?S%%%P Underground U306086109/0 Released
SSocaTED  |CoM U507086/09/09/1986 Tnactive
COAL CORD. Underground}
ELK RUN COAL [Coal
COMPANY INC [Underground 000182101/06/1982 Renewed
BEXK RUN COAL [Coat
COMPANY INC [Underground|{2002182/02/12/1982 Renowed
ELK RUN COAL
COMPANY INC: [Haulroad 055700110/31/1980 Renewed
ELK RUN COAL BLUE
COMPANY INC Other Q501496111/04/1996f PENNANT/TWILIGHT { Renewed

HAULROAD

HLK RUN COAL CHESS PROCESSING )
COMPANY INC Other 0504293103/07/1995 COAL REFUSE Renewed
ELK RUN COAL
COMPANY INC Other 0507891§05/19/1992, Renewed
[FLK RUN COAL
COMPANY INC Prep Plant [ P047000]03/25/1980 Renewed
ELK RUN COAL
COMPANY INC Prospect P500195101/17/1995 New
JELK RUN COAL
COMPANY INC Prospect 1500603 j04/08/2003] ELK RUN PROSPECT New
IELK RUN COAL
COMPANY INC Prospect P500803 05/19/2003 PROSPECT New
T 7 DITIT AMAT TIADY TANC ONDY

Page 70f18

E%KM%%&% spect  |P501507|04/00/1997 New
[ELK RUN COAL lorospect  [pso1gosforia/isos VENE LB NO3 1 New
DAY aaer prospect  |ps02s02]o1/14/2003 ELK RUN COAL New
oAk fprospect  {PS02792107/01/1992 New
LK RUN COAL lprospect ~ [Psoagoolionas/iooof LAXAREPROSPECT | oy,
VAN et [Prospect  [P504096109/09/1996 New
R OAL lprospect  [P504295111/13/1995 New
ooy o [Prospect  [PS0479610/2411996 | New
COMPANY e [Prospect  [s048o811/09/1598  PROSPECT New
oMPANY [Prospect  [psos198 os/10/1999) LAXAREPROSPECT | New
o N 0L [Coal Surfuoe |5507300101/1412003) (oNTOUR SUREACE | NeW
N COAL [Coal Surface | 502808 06/11/2003 WEST OF STOLLINGS |  New
BLIC RUN COAL Coal Sucfhce |50 570af0i01/1004f 8T O 8 e | Renewwed
oD Ay et [opa Surface | 507586111107/1986 Renewed
gg:ﬁ)nngq% &?fes"'f““ 3600687 05/13/1987 Renewed
N oy QL |Coal Surface | 601 150}o/02/1989 Reneved
o Ay e [Coat Surface |g501 4971071287187 Renewed
e s oAl [conl Surface | 60688 12/20/1988 Renewed
g‘éﬁ%&&% ICJg?ilergmund U066200}11/26/1580 1552;;34
MDA e gﬁf}ewm og[U056300(07/08/1987 Rencwed
%ﬁ}%ﬁ&‘" 8gglergmm oJuoss L0ojo1/16/1981 Renewed
VDAY o [ooerground|U500694/02/0971995|  BLACK BISHOP | Rencvied
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lcoMPANY INC fUnderground]usor4oslioo1/1998) BLACK KNIGHT 11 New
COMPANY ING. [Undergroun|[1502200/101222002| WHITE KNIGHT MINE | - New
’éﬁ?‘.@%&% ggg'ergmd 1U50240006/19/2002{  BLACK KING I New
o A COAL g?:*lﬂgwud Usa3297|12/05/1997) TWILIGHT WINIERED | Phase |
OV ANS oot g‘:,'ewm U504792]03/14/1994| BISHOP Il DEEP MIN | Fhese L
ANy o fCoel saroung|US060010207/1992) WHIITE KNIGHT MINE | Renewed
%ﬁ%&&% gﬁg;gmnd UG00787]05/13/1987 Renewed
COMPANY INC[Undergroung|[U600T89{0728/1989 Renewed

”é‘@%ﬁ‘;@%‘gﬁ%&ﬁ 1502499}05/1172000{ ~ BUROPAMINE ~~ | New
%@E Coal Surface ) 00120 103/27/2003]  Highwall Mine No. 2 New
company  [Mine
RNING. kﬁa‘ Surface | cs0a600{07/30/2001) FIGHWALL MINENO. | .,
COMPANY ine 1
PO ET MINING g’;f,;wm J[poossilosrianss: Phase
HOBETMINING Jeauicond  [H012000]05/26/1997 Reneved
POBETMINING |auirosd — {E1029100}06/29/1992 Renewed
HOBET MINING | er 0000681{09/03/1981 Renewed
&%BET MINING |y oso1097j0630/1997)  ANCILLARY New
HOBET MINING lprep ptait  [P049500105/29/1980 Renowed
| MINING e 040500]01/25/1983 Renewed
HOBET MINING {Con Surtuc 50595 41211085 "“%:l’:f::‘z“'
e T MINING [eonl Surfece | 003882 02/12/1982 Renewed
e INING {200 Surtece lsoiogylornsion Renewed
e T MINING jCoal Surface 5015878 06108/1978 Renewed
HORET MINING [Coal Surface | o5 0306 Joojo4/1096] DOBEL 2} WEST | ponewed

Page9of 18

[INC fMine PERMIT
HOBET MINING |Coal Surface NORTH RIDGE
NG le " §502095]11/30/1995) SURFACE MINE Repewed
f‘m‘:’ﬂm MINING "”’LS““’““ $502497103/16/1998] Boone Block Surface | Renewed
HOBET MINING [Coal Sutface Phase 2
N ne §502689111/09/1989 Released
HOBET MINING |Coal Surface TEWITT CREEK
s " $50279911212012002f  EWTIECREEE | New
HOBET MINING [Coal Surface Phase 2
Hor e $502091}10/10/1991 pnase 2
IHOBET MINING {Coal Surface Phase 2
INC ne §508088102/16/1989 Released
FOBET MINING |Coal
e Underground[US00592/0721/1999]  ALMANO.3 New
{FOBET MINING [Coal . - .. CAMP CREEK DEEP | oo
INC Unde rgroun d 11500894]09/07/1995 MINE Rencwed
HOBET MINING |Coal CAMP CREEK SOUTH
e o erground|Ls00901f1 t32002f CAME ERRE B0 New
HOBET MINING |Coal SUGARTREE DEEP | Phase 2
e Underground 15014951 /131995 Vs Phase2
e MINING Jorher  |U1503698109/01/2000{ CHILTON NO. 1 MINE | New
HOLLOW
M%%NU';AC%“S’ Haulroad  [H042800[09/19/1979) Renewed
C.
OLLOW
MOUNTAIN BULL CREEK
SOURCES, [Prospect  1P501803 07109/2003r PROSPECT New
A v
Pl BOONE NORTH NO. 1
MOUNTAIN Coal Surface ,
RESOURCES, lMine $50170108/09/2002} ™" gy ;ppACE MINE New
C.
ORIZON
RESOURCES, kg“‘ Surface gso1soafoasoniionr| COOK MOUNTAIN | genevyed
LLC ne
INDEPENDENCE
COAL Other (0003484{08/10/1984) Inactive
COMPANY INC
INDEPENDENCE
COAL {Other 0501691109/19/1991 Renewed
COMPANY INC
INDEPENDENCE
COAL Other 10504091101/27/1993 Renewed
COMPANY INC
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JINDEPENDENCE,
COAL Progpect P400300103/16/2000] Independence Prospect New
COMPANY INC P pee
INDEPENDENCE,
COAL [Prospect  {Pso0aczosis2002) RAMO PROSPECT New
COMPANY INC
INDEPENDENCHE
COAL Prospect  |P50080003/30/2000{(NDEPENDENCE COAL|  New
COMPANY TNC
INDEPENDENCE,
, CAZY MOUNTAIN
COAL Prospect  |P501001{04/11/2001 New
COMPANY INC PROSPECT
[NDEPENDENCE
BULL CREEK

gg;/jli’ ANY INC [Prospect P30140004/10/2000 PROSPECT IT New
INDEPENDENCE

JCOAL~ -~ - [Prospect - |P50150106/05/2001] CAZY MOUNTAIN: - | - New .-
COMPANY INC
INDEPENDENCE

JUSTICE NO. | NORTH

ggiArilll‘ANY e Prospect P502402}10/17/2002, EAST RESER New
INDEPENDENCE
cOAL Prospect  [P502600f08/00/2000]  LATREL CREEK New
COMPANY INC ECT
INDEPENDENCE
COAL Prospect  |P503400}092012000]  BAGLE sEAM New
COMPANY INC
INDEPENDENCE
COAL Prospect  |R503499j07/15/1009]  VAMES CREEK New
COMPANY INC TWILIGHT
INDEPENDENCE
COAL Prospect  |P503901]11/16/2001] WCCSMPROSPECT |  New
COMPANY INC
IINDEPENDENCE!
coAL Cont Surface | g4gosoojos/orrao01| FALCONSURFACE | pagrive
COMPANY INC
INDEPENDENCE, '
Cg AL I(;':‘;i):n‘leSurfac:e: 3400800}12/20/2002 Crescen%h'l\ilit:{el Surface New
COMPANY INC
[INDEPENDENCE
COAL Cﬁs“’f“" 00398}06/03/1998 MI%URMCE Renewed
COMPANY INC
INDEPENDENCE
COAL Coal Surface los1000k06/17/2003]  LAXAREEAST New
ConmANY e [Mine SURFACE MINE
INDEPENDENCE
COAL Coal Surface | 3501400]01/12/2001|[RAMO SURFACE MINE | New
coMPANY INc [Mine
‘MEPMENCB!’-‘I\A' Criefann TWIT IO AMTR

|INDEPENDENCE

Page 11 of 18

) Coal Surface LEXERD SURFACE

COAL §502401}06/03/2003] New
CompANY e [Mine MINC
INDEPENDENCEl . sucface TWILIGHT 1Tl
COAL co ssoamogfiansiooy| New
COLpANY INC [Mine URFACE MINE

EPENDENCE
COAL Coal Surfuce |c20071) 171071997 RED CEDAR SURFACE| o o oo
o ANY INC [Mine MINE NO, 1
INDEPENDENCE,
con, ngieSurface s501195{05/12/1996] WEST CAZY SURFACE | g
IINDEPENDENCE Sutface
ggﬁ; Ne ine $505889107/31/1990; Renewed
INDEPENDENCE]

OAL - - - . ho0268sloar2atossl-— - Renewed

CoMPANY INC |Underground

EPENDENCE|,
CoAL Con {u00s783l0aworioss Renewed
COMPANY INC erground
INDEPENDENCE|.,
coaL o oung|1300594J02/09/1995|  BLACK KING Renewed
COMPANY INC ground
INDEPENDENCE

Coal COALBURG DEEP
Sg?ﬁ;!m, e [Onderground[U200892 121999 Mg No. 1 New
INDEPENDENCE
COAL gﬁ‘ (Jusoroziornionsss) AMES %‘iﬂm@ﬁ Renewed
COMPANY INC |~naergroun
INDEPENDENCE
COAL ol ounlU301205J08/18/1995| TWILIGEL CHILTONR | goneyeq
COMPANY INC |-neerer
INDEPENDENCE]
COAL 8"‘;‘ sJusotzeriornonsss) JAMES %ngm REDE| p onewed
COMPANY INC |-"dCrBroun ‘
INDEPENDENCE,
Coal JACKS BRANCH

88&11; ANY INC Underground 1J501298103/27/2000 COMPLEX New
INDEPENDENCE
COAL OBl sorsosft 125/1008] JUSTICENO. 1DEEP | Ny
(COMPANY INC groun
INDEPENDENCE
COAL 8"3‘ aunglusoteosjosna/ioes| FACKS BIC‘I?UFFALO Renewed
COMPANY INC |- Peers™
INDEPENDENCE],, _
COAL Underground J501887]105/21/1987 Inactive
COMPANY INC 1gro
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LOADOUT, LLC [Prospect  [psasz01fosn42001) o OCUSTRORI -} ey, oy [oter 00016830124/1983 Renewed
LOADOUT, LLC [Prospect __|P503301}08/14/2001] PROSPECT NO_23 New MOUNTAIN
LOADGUT, LLC [Prospect 503398 [08/04/1998] NO. 1)) New VIEW COAL  |Other 0002182§05/20/1982 Tnactive
FORK CREEK MINING OMPANY
LOADOUT, LLC [Prospect  [P503700{10/17/2000} FORK, CREEK M) New AT —
LOADOUT, LLC [Prospect  |ps03800}10/17/2000] FORK CREEK MINING | o, ‘&%gﬁg’d Orher OTA00IL/I981 Relensed
LOADOUT, LLC [Prospect  |P50389809/08/1998} PROSPECT New IMOUNTAIN
== | FORK CREFK VIEW COAL  [Coal Surface fooo3680 10510571980 whase L
LOADOUT, LLC [Prospect  [P504098f00/21/1998] O CREEK New coMPANY |
LOCUST FORK [MOUNTAIN
LOADOUT, LLC [Prospect  |R504201/11/162001f oyt mn New VIEW COAL C?gLSurface so10283)1214/1083 ]i’inl:zeseid
LOADOUT, LLC [Co8 Surface <0383 l02/02/1983] Phase | COMP
’ Mine Released MOUNTAIN i | Syueface
. |Coal Surface P PO I " Phase 1. VIEW COAL ) $010380]10/14/1980, Renewed
LOADOUT, LLC ine 8003583 ]06/02/1983 Released e ooMeaNY - MR T e e e
Coat Surface Phase 1 |MOUNTAIN oal Surface Phage 1
LOADOUT, LLC ine §010277107/18/1977 Released géghv;; gg?} e §01937741 112311977 Relensed
1.0ADOUT, LLC {021 Surface g50400011020/1993]  NELLISMINE | Renewed OUNTAIN
VIEW COAL  [Cool Surface fo0) 1875 |00/23/1075 Phase |
Coal /1679 Phase 1 OMPANY Mine Released
LOADOUT, LLC UndetgmundII'BM“EQQQW19 Released Ko "
LOADOUT, LLC gg?egmnd Usa2208j02123/1999| FORK CREEKMINE | 5y, VIEW COAL kﬁ;’es"‘fm 5601586]09/22/1987 CUT 30 Renewed
LOADOUT, LLC [CoU Us03991|11/30/1092] HAMPTONNO.46 | gy gm NING 1Conl
’ Underground DEEP MINE COMPANY U(I):iergroun 4|P002282{02/12/1982 Renewed
[MOUNTAIN
Coal Phase 1 OMAR MINING |Coal Phase 1
VIEW COAL ) /1982
o Rl Underground{R003 18210715 Released COMPANY _ [Underground{E004200{01/18/1981 Released
MOUNTAIN IOMAR MINING {Coal teo0s000lo1/18/1981 Phase 1
VIEW COAL  [C0% - nosezooliais/iost Phase 2 COMPANY _ [Underground Released
COMPANY ergroun OMAR MINING [Cosl teoosaoolor/is/ost Phae 1
IMOUNTAIN Coal Phase | ICOMPANY [Underground™ """ Released
D e Released OMARMINING [auiroad  [H021200/04/0971976 Renewed
MOUNTAIN OMAR MINING
VIEW COAL Haulroad  [H006600}05/21/1974] 12;22221 COMPANY Haulroad 039600104/02/1979 Renewed
COMPANY
OMAR MINING CHESTERFIELD
gxg%Ng ﬁ e BT Phase 1 COMPANY Other ()501992103/22/1994; PRED TION PLANT Renewed
uiroad  [H037000]10/31/1978)]
COMPANY Released gmm"m""‘} Other 0350958803/13/1989) Renewed
MOUNTAIN
VIEW COAL  [Haulroad  [H037900]10/28/1578] e oy NG lprospeet  |P501097/03/13/1997 New
COMPANY
OMAR MINING |Coat Surface
MOUNTAIN [0 e SHOP & Phase 2 COMPANY. . |Mine $007076|01/09/1976 Renewed
VIEW COAL g 1062700 [01/18/1981f ¢ o 'NTENANCE AREA | Released
COMPANY B OMAR MINING |Coal Surface |acnnaonbnerrorinon A ~bica
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8&&@“} gﬁrgmd Lnggglx 1/25/1985 Tnactive
AN Sgﬁemmd 010600006/13/1977 New
ROMININ
o A ING g;glewﬂd 001910011/15/1977 Tnactive
OMAR MINING |Coal Phase 1
COMPANY Underground 04/06/1979 Released
COMPANY . [onderground|US00496[05/13/1997|  PINOAKMINE | Reneweed
OMAR MINING |Coal Phass |
COMPANY. . [Gnderground|[500987j04107/1987 Phase L
OMAR
COMP@ NG gﬁgtrground L1501201109/18/1991 Renewed
OMAR MINING |Coal SCOTCH PINE NO, 1
COMPANY ___[Underground Z201892005/L4/1993) ™ "pyppp pppypy "~ | Renewed
gOMPMARANYmm‘G gg;’*erwﬂ o|uso2ionfiiienses| WHITEOAKDEEP | popye
o ING gz;‘er&mld us02201}10/10/1991 Renewed
OMAR MINING  [Coal Phage 2
COMPANY ___[Underground|/304390[03/29/1991 Released
OMAR MINING |Coal Phase 1
COMPANY Underground Li50558912/01/1989 Released
lf:’(’;“‘m”‘ COAL, wspect  [Pa01697}06711/1997]  PROSPECT New
FACHTRER e
IGE MINING |Other 0000682102/03/1982 R ,‘“‘”
COMPANY INC eleased
ACHTREE
EMINING [Other 0502290]11/26/1990) Renewed
COMPANY INC
PEACHTRER
Coal Phase 1
COI\?I? mg Underground LI500186{03/06/1986) Released
PEACHTREE
Coal Phage 2
COL?PEBM} nmmg Underground 01790110/31/1990 Released
PEACHTREE
RIDGEMINING |8 lusosoosjosns/ions]  cLntoNNo.g | Fhase
COMPANY INC Br
PERFORMANCE :
COAL [Prospect  [P300102}02/15/2002) VPPer BB Branch No.2 | ey,
COMPANY pec
ERFORMANCE :
COAL prospect ~[P30ndonfosiosrzo0n| PP BERANCR | ey
OMPANY
!PERFOMNCE ol Soanfarna DETRV ROME QITRBACE
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PERFORMANCE
OAL oal Surface | ¢ 00684{12/04/1984 Phase 2
MPANY e Released
I ,
E%RAF;?RMM@CE ‘qal Sutface $01447912/10/1979) Phase 2
COMPANY Mine Released
PERFORMANCE
COAL I_Sroal Surface s01477912/10/1979) Phase 2
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Denis Newbold

~~~~~ Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:40 PM -----
Denis Newbold
<stroudcenter23@a To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
tx.net> cc:
Subject: Comments on Mountaintop Mining Valley Fill
DEIS
01/06/2004 11:43
PM
Please respond to
newbold
John Forren,
U.S. EPA (3EA30)
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103,

Comuments regarding Draft Environmental Impact Statement on Mountaintop
Mining/ Valley Fills

My comments center on the absence in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DF1S) of a focused consideration of the effects on downstream
ecosystems of cumulative removal of significant numbers of headwater
streams
from a drainage basin. Both the body of the DEIS and the Appendices
. ﬁ repeatedly raise the issue and provide sufficient information to

. ‘ ! ' - establish 9.3.2
it as « majot concern. Yet there is no systematic evaluation. Nor are
the
various concerns that are raised carried through to either the Executive
Summary or to the recommendation and evalutaitoin of aliemnatives. In my
view, the failure to consider downstream ecosystem impacts represents 4
major omission. The issue is admittedly difficult, in part because the
impact of removing a single stream on 2 larger downstream receiving body
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may
be small and difficult to measure. Yet the practice of Mountaintop
removal

involves the potential loss of many headwater streams, with a
concomitant

potential for large downstream impacts. And it is precisely this soxt
of

question that the EIS should address.

"The potential importance of headwater streams to downstream ecosystems
is

recognized in Chapter 111 where it is noted that small streams "play 2
pivotal role in lotic ecosystems” and, among other things, "are the main
conduit for export of water, nutrients, and organic matter to downstream
ateas.” (DEIS p. TTL.C-11). Also, (citing Doppelt et al., 1993),
"Intermittent and ephemeral headwater streams are, therefore, often
largely

responsible for maintaining the quality of downstream riverine processes
and

habitat for considerable distances," (DEIS p. 111.-12). Chapter 4

further

discusses the role of headwater streams in exporting food enerpy to
downstream ecosystems (DEIS p. IV B-2), and points out that: "Filling
would

climinate all aquatic and aquatic-dependant interactions that would
formerly

have occurred in the filled area. In areas downstream from fills,

changes in

the macroinvertebrate and fish communities have been observed (USEPA,
2000,

Stauffer and Ferrer, 2002). Any change in community composition may
tmipact

the biotic interactions but these interactions were not studied as part

of

this EIS because they are often difficult to demonstrate.” (DEIS

TV.D-4). Tt

further goes on to conclude that : "The permanent nature of filling
would

suggest that MTM/ VE impacts to biotic interactions in headwater stream
systems, including interactions linking terrestrial biota to the aquatic
environment, may constitute a irreversible impact to this system in the

9-3-4

study area.” (DEIS IV.D).

More detailed discussions of the importance of headwater streams to
downstream ecosystems and the potential consequences of their
elimination

appear in Appendix D ("The Value of Headwater Streams: Results of a
Workshop", in which I was a participant), and Appendix I ("Cumulative
Impact

Study"). One of the major points that emerges from the the Headwater
Streams

Workshop is that aquatic scientists have relatively extensive knowledge
and

a good understanding of the relationship between headwater and
downstream

ecosystems. Although quantitative specific estimates of downstream
mpacts

ate not available in the literature, and would require significant

effort to

develop, these are not questions that are out of reach or can be
legitimately dismissed for lack of documentation. The Headwater Streams
Workshop should have provided the basis for further inquiry in the
development of the DEIS, but was, it scems, used as a substitute for the
in-depth, comprehensive review and analysis that this question deserves.

The Cumulative Impact Study (Appendix I), by its very name, should have
addressed the potential impact on downstream ecosystems. Yet,
inexplicably,

the introduction to this study states: "Indirect impacts to streams

such as

those that would occur downstream from filled or mined out stream areas
were

not evaluated in this analysis. As such, results of the direct impacts

of

stream metrics likely underestimates total impacts to streams.” (p.

).

Despite this disclaimer, the study does note that downstream ecosystems
depend on upstream ecosystems for portions of their energy flow (App 1,
P.

7y, and warns of a potentially cascading series of downstream impacts
(App-

1, pp. 70-71).

9-3-4
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Mike Newell

Despite these acknowledgments of potential impacts, there is nowhere in
the

DEIS a serious attempt to assess or quantify them. It does not seem
justifiable to cite the difficulty of the problem as a reason to dismiss

1t

I strongly urge that the DEIS be revised to include a substantive

analysis

of the potential for cumulative downstream impacts, and that the
imformation

that is available on these be given reasonable consideration in the
summaries and evaluations. Finally, to the extent that definitive
evaluation

remains lacking, the prudent policy would seem to call for more vigorous
protections of headwater streams.

Sincerely
Denis Newbold

Denis Newbold

Research Scientist

Stroud Water Research Center
970 Spencer Road

Avondale PA 19311
newbold@stroudcenter.org

9-3-4
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Brad Newsham

Duane Nichols

-~ Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:59 PM ----

newsham(@earthlink
net To:

ce:
12/19/2003 02:12

LIS on mountaintop removal coal mining
AM

Mr. John Forren

US. EPA (3HA30)
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr. Forren,
Fellas,
This is where you're gonna lose us the election.

I find it unconscionable that the Bush administration plans to
continue to let coal companies destroy Appalachia with mining
practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury
streams, and destroy communities.

This is amazingly stupid!

Sincerely,

Brad Newsham
4426 Pleasant Valley Court S.
Oakland, California 94611

£C:

Senator Barbara Boxer
Representative Barbara Lee
Senator Dianne Feinstein

R3 Mountaintop@EPA

Subject: Comments on draft programmatic

1-9

----- Forwarded by David Ridet/R3/USEPA/US on 01/09/2004 03:54 PM «ese

Duane330@aol.com
To:  R3 Mountaintop@BPA
01/06/2004 01:44 cet

PM Subject: Comment On Mountaintop Mining EIS

To: U.S. EPA, Region 3

From: Duane G. Nichols

Date: January 6, 2004

Re: EIS on Mountaintop Mining In Appalachia

This letter of protest requests that all the streams of Appalachia be
proteeted from the effects of mining, especially from the valley fill
techniques associated with mountaintop removal mining. No fill should
occur closer than 100 feet from any stream, otherwise these natural
sireams will be damaged forever after.

Consider the amount of acreage affected by mining. Here is a summary of
a recent article from the Charleston Gazette, the most authoritative
newspaper in all of West Virginia:

November 04, 2003 Strip-mined acreage up again in W.Va. West Virginia
coal operators continue to strip mine more acres than they reclaim,
according to a federal Office of Surface Mining report issued Monday. In
its annual review of West Virginia's strip mining regulatory program,

OSM said that 296,300 acres — an area nearly the size of Boone County —
is currently disturbed by mining. [Charleston Gazette, Charleston, WV,

I am a land owner in West Virginia and protest the incredibly bad
situation currently existing; and, strongly request that the situation
be reversed a.s.ap. Please update the current EIS or start over and
generate plans that will truely protect these mountains, these hills,
these valleys and all the streams.

Duane G. Nichols
330 Dream Catcher Circle
Morgantown, WV 26508

5-7-2
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Karl Norton

Jason O’Brian

.
_(5 .
, o 94 Thornton Road
REC'D BEC 3 121m Bangor, Maine 044013336
Decentber 29, 2003

Mr. Jokn Forren

U.S. EPA (3BA30)

1650 Arch Street ;

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr, Forren:

T write to protest the draft Enviroumental Impact Statement for mountaistop
removalmmg. Itnmmﬂmﬁmmngtmmisdraﬁmsmwsdwcommzmuf
current p which or destroy much wildlife habitat, filt streams
mmmmmmmmmmmdmm In
my view, such destruction is unthinkable and wconscionable, and # should be illegal, Tt
gﬂmﬁg;ﬁb@heﬁzsﬁﬁwwm&w’smedﬁrdect&ﬁyorbymymm’sm

T pro

1 think that all the federal and state agencies involved should head straight back to
the drawing boards and come up with a draft proposal that treats the earth, afl of its
human inhabitants, and its wildlife with kindness, decency, and respect. We humans
gm%ﬁmkommmﬁrmmoﬁ&mwﬁ,mmwm

20 ourse]

Yours sincerely,

Kol K Moo

Dr. Karl K. Norton

1-9

----- Forwarded by David Ridet/R3/USEPA/US on 01/09/2004 02:49 PM ---o

jason3515@bellsou

th.net TO‘ R3 Mountaintop@EPA

01/02/2004 11: 59
AM

Subject; Don't fill our streams with waste materials

Dear Mr. John Forren EPA,

It is unconscionable that the Bush administration plans to continue to et coal companies destroy
Appalachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests ard bury streams in
the valleys below, Mountaintop removal mining and valley fills should not be allowed and

the laws and regulations that protect clean water must not be weakened. In particular, 1 oppose
the proposal to change the stream buffer zone rule that prohibits mining activity within 100 feet
of streams. This rule should be strietly enforced for valley fills and in all other cases.

Tell me what luxuty I have to give up to stop this and I will find a way for all of us to do it, 1
promise. If we can figure out how to fly into outer space, pul.a PC on every desk and do surgery
in utero, then we can certainly find a way to stop tearing apart the planet o accommodate energy
and transportation. [ know we're capable of developing the technologies needed, and making
them affordable, to completely replace our dependency on fossil fuels.

I also know it's a money matter that's holding us back... it always is. But the earth is the most
precious thing we have the responsibility of protecting. It's more important than any animal,
human, or amount of money. Without it in good working order, we don't exist: or we do and
we're miserable (see the movie Blade Rumner). If you haven't noticed, the beautiful places in this
country are declining daily. Each day we give up more and more land to haphazard
development. We can't afford to continue at this pace. People are going to have to learn fo live
in new ways. Itis an outrage to me that it is even a consideration up for approval to decide
weather we should continue mining in certain areas or not.

The law should state plainty "If it hurts the environment in anyway, shape or form, it is NOT an
option. Find another way to make your money, make your house warm, or make your car go.”
end of discussion! There needs to be zero tolerance for irrepairable use of the earth's resources.
And by the way, these things are 1ot "resources” for us to take. They are the earth's resources;
things IT needs to continue functioning properly. God did not put them here for us and our
stupid cars. 'm not sure why the oil is there, but T know it's there for a reason and we probably
shouldn't use all of it.

How could anyone ever sit back and decide that SUV's are more important than the marine eco-
systems where oil drilling takes place, or that coal is more important than million year old
mountains and streams? Humans need to realize that our arrogant refusal to live in harmony
with nature makes us a virus, spreading across and taking up every last square inch of earth until
there is none and we are left fighting one another like dogs over the last scraps of a meal.

|1“9

’1-10
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Mary O’Brien

‘Tell Bush he needs to see the big picture. He is a bad leader if he compromises the environment
for any amount of money, plain and simple. If he wants my vote nex! term, make some changes.
Otherwise forget it. I'll become President someday under the guise of making everyone richer
and do this myself. I've had it! We arc a wasteful people and will soon realize this, one way or
another.

Sincerely,
Jason O'Brian

2801 NW 23zd Blvd Apt €24
Gainesville, FL. 32605-5911

Mary O'Brien
Date:  1/06/2004
City: Eugene

State: OR  Zip: 97408-7167

Your May 29, 2003 Draft Environmental IS on mountaintop.mining and valley fills
failed to consider "all reasonable alternatives™ because it did not examine an alternative
that would minimize environmental impacts. This makes illegal your chioice of an
alternative that would INCREASE the damage from mountaintop mining. You need to
write a new Draft BIS that examines all reasonable alternatives.

Mary O'Brien

1-5
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Sandra O’Hara

Peggy O’Kane

Delivered Date: 01/03/2004 01:00:52 PM

Itis constantly amazing and truly nauseating to read about. this topic and

be invited to give my comments on this subject after-over 30 years. That is

30 years of destruction. What do you want to know, exactty? How I feel about
it? What MY scientific proof is? Neither niatter, tiot now and not in the

past.

Here is the real issue: Mountains and streams are being destroyed in West
Virginia which do not belong to the destroyers. Nor:do the mountains and
stréams belong to the regulators. I am sute God is not impressed by the
governtent's legalization efforts and His word says all His creation is
precious to Him.

That is the real issue. Now that YOU know the real issue, the Correct Thing
To Do Is To STOP Destroying Earth and START PRESERVING THE EARTH of

WEST
VIRGINIA.

Sandra L. O'Hara

1-9

---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:32 PM -

"pokane@midmaine.
com" <pokane To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
e
01/06/2004 02:00 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Mining
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

I was born and raised just outside of Wheeling West Virginia. 1 am appalled that
anvone could even consider relaxing mining standards on the removal of mountain
tops. The destruction of the immediate mountain is horrible enough. Add in the
concurrent destruction on streams, forests, and homes caused by the removal of the
ground and subsequent erosion and we create a world that will be untenable for those
living there now and those to follow after them.

1-9

Peggy O'Kane

97 Court St

Houlton, ME 04730
Albania
pokane@midmaine.com
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Ethel Oldham Russell Oliver
DEC 18 2008
o J2/02/0 3
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Steven Olshewsky

Tony Oppegard

Greven J. Oleheusly
é703 /%Hg(s'-f
Houston TX  7707#
qecD w2l
19-XZ-03
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Marilyn Ortt

RECEIVED

701 Colegate JuL 213 Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on (172372004 08138 RM ——wo-
Marielta, OH 45750 00
17 July 2003 Marilyn Ortt
<marilynortt8ochar R2
Mr. John Forren, US EPA (3ES30) : MountaintopBEPA
1850 Arch Street Ter.net>
Philadelphia, PA 19103 Mountaintop
removal
{ am wiiting to comment on Mountaintop Removal as a means of mineral sxtraction. | cannot 0171472004 07:07
conceive of a mare destructive, ignorant, selfish act. M

Minerat extraction by the cheapest mesans for our use with total disregard of the condition of the 1 _9
earth we are leaving for future generations should not even be considered just for this reason.

But, of course, it only benefits a few in this generation — for the rest of us mountaintop removal
destroys streams, habitats, families, culture, causes flooding and sediment load in streams and
rivers downstream ~ | couid elaborate for pages but that should not be necessary.

It is the responsibility of the USEPA to protect the environment. This is about as basic as it gets. Mountaintop Rem
1 urge the USEPA to deny all future attempts 1o carry out this horrible activity. af the surfase

Sincerely,

To Whom It May Concern:

iz the most bizarre, orude, lrregponsgible treatment
iz sarth that I am awsre of.
Guod stewardship reguires sustainakle usse of this earth where futirs
gensrations will nd their lives and try to have a good standard of
(QW . hese flatte

d surfaces amidat the destruction of valleys,

safe drz on of wildlife habitat (apd of wildlife itself}
wi 2 \ e sy 3 e =@ i & - Fhone ArS no

Mariiyn Ortt R . . o . ;i:, regquire very expensive attentlon in the future. These are not

cillshle flattened aress ~ they are monuments to & culture that

apparently iz willing to sacrifice the history of earlier generations

and the sBafety and well-being of future geperationz to zay nothing of 1-9

the de crion of landforms that took millions of years to develop.

ARLL meuntain top removal strip mining, ALL valley-fills (how innocuousg

that sounds) should be halted inmediately.

Save SCMETHING for the future - that is our responsibility as thinking

grganisms, We would not be surpriged if 3 dog or vat consumed an

entire

supply of Zood and o would starve to death s few weeks later. 80 long

as wountainbop removal iz allowed, at least part of the populations has

no mere senge than that dog or cat,

Pleass ~ congider someons besides the prasent owners of coal cights,

Marilyn Tt

161 Colegate Dr.

Marietta, OH 45730
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Clark Orwick

Amanda O’Shea

-~~~ [forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:32 PM —----
"clarkorwick@eart
hlink.net” To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
<clarkorwick ce:

Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Mining
01/06/2004 09:18
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

I imagine that eventually even the greed driven actions of the Cheney/Rumsfeld
admin will understand that they will suffer the consequences of their reckless
environmental policies along with the rest of us who aren't rich enough to buffer
ourselves from disease caused by the continued enslavement to fossil fuel. Mayhe
when your own children are dying of cancer you will realize just how dangerous you
are to those of us who know better.

T hope someday you will all be in prison drinking water fouled with petroleum.

Clatk Orwick

10679 Renfaire Drive
Plantersville, TX 77363
clarkorwick@earthlink net

----- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:48 PM ----v

Amanda O'Shea
<mandbil(@aol.com> To:
cc:

0140212004 05:09

R3 Mountaintop@EPA

Subject: Comments on draft EIS on mountaintop removal
mining

PM

Jamaary 2, 2004

Mr. John Forren

1.S. Environmental Protection Agenecy
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear John Forren,

[ am upset to learn that the Bush administration plans to continue to let coal companies destroy
Appalachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury streams, and
destroy communities.

[ grew up in southwesters Pennsyvania; moved far away as a teenager. For many years, 1 took
solace in difficult times in the memory of one particular place that T spent my time as a child. |
used to watk along a country road, a few miles from our home, until I reached a pasture with
horses and turned on a dirt road. From there, across a stream and

up a big bill, and here T spent many happy, peaceful days. It was a beautiful country--clear, pure
water and old, healthy trees. The owner had instatled trash cans for the people who used it, so |
guess there were many of us, but it was such a quiet place. It was a spot a growing girl could
experience solitude and learn about the wonders of nature. In my years of travelling. I thought
often of this place, and longed for the day I could return to its tranquility.

One day T went back. My parents were gone by now, but our house is stifl there. Many
memories, but T couldn't wait to drive over to my spot in the woods; those woods were what my
heart sought. Driving along that old road, everything looked the same, and I began to feel that
same peace wash over me. Some things never ¢change, 1 thought. 1

rounded the last bend, to where T knew my turn was to the dirt road, and stopped shot,

I sat there, right in the middle of that twisty country toad, for a fong time. 1t was gone. Just
gone. Where I had expected to see the old hill and trees and wilderness, now I saw a huge,
gradually sloping mound of mud. There were some tree stumps left, the larger ones, and lots of
tire tracks, Some big trucks sitting idle. Thate to think what had happened to the stream, and
how much debris had been washed away before it was buried completely. The horses were still
there, different ones now, of course, but somehow they jooked so much more forelorn with that
scene of destruction behind them than they had when it was a pretty, natural sefting.

10-6-2
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Jim Ottaviani

I had never seen anything like it. [ had read, not too long before, an atticle about "mountaintop
removal”, and hadn't paid much mind to it at the time. Now, however, I was seeing firsthand
what it meant to destroy an entire mountain, and all its diverse ecosystem, [t was one of the
worst feelings of my life, to come around the bend on that old country road and find that it was
just gone, all gone. For some fleeting profit. It made me wonder if those of us who enjoyed that
area would rather have paid, together, for 2 more environment-preserving way of mining it, if it
had to be done. I still hold memories of that place dear, and regret its tragic destruction. If only
there were some way to gauge the true impact of this short-sighted practice on the surrounding
environment and community, 1 feel sure that it would be discontinued.

According to the admisistration's dratt Environmental Impact Statement(EIS) on mountaintop
removal coal mining, the environmental effects of mountaintop removal are widespread,
devastating, and permanent. Yet the draft EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of valley fills
that bury streams, no limits on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, no protections
for imperiled wildlife, and no safeguards for the communities of people that depend on the
region's natusal resources for themsetfves and future generations.

The Bush administration's "preferred allernative" for addressing the problems caused by
mountaintop removal coal mining is to weaken existing environmental protections. This
"preferred alternative” ignores the administration's own studies detailing the devastation caused
by mountaintop removal ceal mining, including:

- over 1200 miles of streams have been damaged or destroyed by mountaintop removal;

- forest losses in West Virginia have the potential of directly impacting as many as 244
vertebrate wildlife species:

- Without new limits on mountaintop removal, an additional 350 square miles of mountains,
streams, and forests will be flattened and destroyed by mountaintop removal mining.

In light of these facts, I urge you to consider alternatives that reduce the environmental impacts
of mountaintop removal. Some other way to get valuable materials from the ground can be
found, one that costs more in the shorl-term, perhaps, but preserves the beauty and value of
natural places for our and futurs generations. Thank you for your consideration of this important
issue.

Sincerely,

Amanda O'Shea

1732 Fowler Street, Apt. G
Fort Myers, FL 33901
USA

1-5

---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:59 PM —--

"jim ottaviani@um
ich.edu” To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
<jim.ottaviani e
Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Mining
01/06/2004 12:09
PM

Dear Mt John Forren, Project Manager,

I strongly urge you to amend the EPA's draft environmental impact
statement 50 as to limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal
mining, I find it unconscionable that the Bush administration plans to
continue to let coal companies destroy Appalachia with mining practices
that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury streams and destroy
communities.

The Bush administration must consider alternatives that reduce the
environmental impacts of mountaintop removal and then implement measures
to protect natural resources and communities in Appalachia, such as
restrictions on the size of valley fills to reduce the destruction of

streams, forests, wildlife and communities. T urge you to immediately

amend the draft EIS accordingly.

Sincerely,

Jim Ottaviani

816 Hutchins Ave.

Ann Arbor, MI 48103
jim.ottaviani@uomich.edu

1.7
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Judy Otto Jon Owens

Jon Owens
<jorwowensiearth To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
ink.net> [vs
= Ferwarded by David Rider/RIJUSEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01152 PM —m==m Subject: Mountaintop Mining

) 11/15/2003 09:12

Judy wite PM
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November 15, 2003

John Forren, Environmental Protection Ageroy

U.S. EPA (BEA3D)

1650 Arch Street

Philadeiphia, PA 18103
Dear Mr. Forgen: Mountsint mining is ruining Appalachia. It is
devastating our natural heritage, destroying our potential for future
econamic growth in tourism, and depopulating our communities. In the Dear Mr. Forren,
ear, West Virginia has experienced four epizodes of

Aented, | am writing to request your opposition any chariges that would weaken

b rous floods whizh hs coat the people, lnesurers, the state and the taws
ational goverment wmiilions, if not billions, in short—term relief. As and regulations regarding mourtaintop mining and valley fifls. 1 10
G ist who understands watersheds, I know, aa dose EPA, that Keeping in mind the purpose and intent of the Environmental Protection
thege [locds are a result of cur failure Lo respect the lawz of 1—9 Agency,
nature in our develo cuntaintop mining, while nct the only cause please act to protect the environment.
> filoods, is e r cause, We are deatroying our people, our
d, and cur rescurces I0r an energy source that is aow

tate mountaintep mining is & Sincerely
pef the trust people give 1o thelr government to act for Ltheir !
g. I fully support the couments of the Slerra Cluk on the Jon ens

e w to phase-cut mountaintop mining as gquickly Ege Waito’;?‘ro@ 2021
on tkat will facilitate the Us":‘)'fﬂe + 043~
on, pecifically, there jorwowens@earthiink net

rmitting process i ono telaxation of 1_10

cent Lo streams and other water

Thone 3
e=mall jhotto2003fyahoo. cum)
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Aleta Pahl

Lori Parsley

h .
RET'D iy

ATETA PAHL 16 21
14 Miller Road, Apt 203, Rhinebeck, NY 12572 845.876-5783

January 13, 2004
John Forren
US EPA (3EA30)
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Re: Mountain Top Mining
Dear Forren:

i oppose the Bush administration plans fo continue the devastating and permanent
effects of mountaintop mining.

1t has been shown over and over that this practice is the worst option you could choose
and has no regard for the environments below the mining area,

What kind of precedence does this maks, o overrule all sclentific and humane advice
in order to push through mining at any cost?

This has to be stopped.
Sincerely,

[UATTRIS

Aleta Pahl

1-9

------ Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/LIS on 01/09/2004 02:51 PM -

Lori Parsley
<lori_passley@hot  To:  R3 Mountintop@F.PA
mail.com> [

Subject: Comments on draft I8 on mountaintop removal mining

01/04/2004 01:50
PM

January 4, 2004

Mt John Forren

U.8. Environmental Protection Agency
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear John Forren,

I have first-hand experience of mountaintop temoval mining and its
impact on communities, people, and the enviconment. T have been often to
Martin County, KY to visit my family and have seen the devastation
caused by this form of mining. This practice, and the entire history of
mining in Appalachia, is an enormous human teagedy. Only people of
humble circumstances and limited incomes ate subjected to these types of
destructive, greed-based tactics—-in our country and around the world.

If you are in a position to do something to stop it, it is in the

long-term best interest of people and the fand that you do. My heart 1s
with the people and the land there. I really do not comprehend how
humans can subject other humans to these types of practices, or how
humans can subject the land that sustains and nourishes themn to this

type of abuse. Have you seen first-hand the impact of these practices?

If s0, T do not understand how you could even consider allowing it to
continue. This type of mining is a tragically short-sighted solution to

a long-term problem. It ts really way past time to seek saner

alternatives. 1 truly cannot urge you enough to understand the
catastrophic Joss caused by this form of mining, Please do all you can

to stop it,

1 am upset to learn that the Bush administration plans to continve to
let coal companies destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level
mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury streams, and destroy communities.

According to the administration's draft Eavironmental Impact
Statement(EI8) on mountaintop removal conl mining, the environmental
effects of mountintop removal are widespread, devastating, and
permanent. Yet the draft EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of
valley fills that bury streams, o limits on the number of acres of

forest that can be destroyed, no protections for imperiled wildlife, and

1-9
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Lynn Partington

no sateguards for the communities of penple that depend on the region's
natural resources for themselves and future generations.

The Bush administration's "preferred aliernative” for addressing the
problems caused by mountaintop removal coal mining 5 to weaken existing
environmmental protectons. This "preferred alternative” ignores the
administration’s own studies detailing the devastation cansed by
mountaintop temoval coal mining, including:

- over 1200 mules of streams have been damaged or destroyed by
mountaintop removal;

- forest losses in West Virginia have the potential of directly
impacting as many as 244 vertebrate wildlife species;

- Without niew limits on mountaintop temoval, an additional 350 square
miles of mountains, streams, and forests will be flattened and destroyed
by mountamntop removal mining.

In light of these Facts, T urge you to consider alteenatives that reduce
the environmental impacts of mountaintop removal. Thank you
for your consideration of this important issue.

Sincerely,

Lot Parsley
n/a

Columbus, OH
1IsA

1-10

United States Army Corf;s of Engineers
Comments: Valley Fill Environmental Impact Statement

It appears that most of the Special Interest groups with a goal of
banning/testricting Mountain Top Removal Mining or other types of surface mining are
living in a wosld with blinders. It would be wonderful to have unlimited supplies of
perfectly clean, non-environmentally impecting energy. I’m a major supporter.
Unfortunately there is no free lunch, The energy supply of the United States has &

foundation in mining whether it be coal or nuclear and it will be that way for I'm sure the

" remainder of my lifetime. The laws regulating these base industries have to both protect

the environment in which we live and at the same time allow the exiraction of the
resources necessary to fuel our energy needs,

At the heart of all coal mining in the mountains of Kentucky, West Virginia,
Virginia, and Tennessee is the requivement to place excess overburden (rock and dirt) in
oder to gain access to the resource. As noted, it is not waste. It is not metal laden sludge.
Tt is the same rocks and dirt that are in our backyards. With a very few exceptions, it is
not used to bury streams. The head-of-drainage areas used are dry except when there is
significant rain, The drainages are not destroyed. They are relocated (to the sides of the

fills) and eventually will look a lot like the original dry traces. And yes, during mining

the mine and the associated fills are not scenic. But once the mine has been reclaimed the 10-6-2
area is attractive and can be of significantly increased value to the community and the
focal economy. The EIS didn’t completely address the reclaimed back to nature out
come and it didn’t highlight the short-term positives. It also didn’t highlight the 19-3-2
economic advantages of some of the alternate reclamation alternatives such as Stone
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Mary Pasti

¢ i : o sositi
rest, Twist Gun, and Raven Rock. None of these Golf Courses along with their positive | Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM —oner

impacts on the local communities would be there without Mountain Top Mining with "mary. pasti@yale
their necessary hollow fills. The local airports and business development areas were not 10-3-5 edu” <mary.pasiic ‘ To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA

stressed either. There is no useable flat land remaining in the Mountains which means no 01/06/2004 01:18 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop Removal

Mining
industrial development or development for tourism. PM

If you stand on tep of one of the high-points and look out across the mountains
you don't see miles and miles of waste caused by mountain top mining, as is stress by the
Special Interest groups. There are isolated mountains that have been lowered by one fo

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,
" three hundred feet and they have been or are being reclaimed. The EIS quantifies the

10-6-2 Do we really allow mining by the removal of mountaintops? For shame. |

number of actes that have been disturbed and it is a small percentage but a picture or map understand that the destruction--of forests, streams, communities, not 1-9

to mention mountains--is irreversible. Pleass, amend the EPA's draft -
would be a much better visual reference. The Special Interest groups display a pictute of environmental impact statement to limil the effects of mining by

removing mountaintops and filling in valleys, In fact, why allow such
a five-acre mess and that is what is used to characterize all of mountain top mining, - mining at all?
Don’t just highlight the negatives. Highlight the positives also, The EIS is supposed to Sincerely,
be an unbiased statement of the facts, When many of the studies quoted were completed
by or fimded by Special Interest groups, it is hard to determine where the EIS is an honest gga;'}l; Past(i;

Philip St.

representation of the facts, both short term and long term. New Haven, CT 06515

mary.pasti@yale.edu

Please recognize the positive impacts of mining with the same emphasis as the
negative impacts are recognized. The energy future of the United Stafes is at stake. The
cconomic future of the region is at stake. The jobs of my neighbors are at stake.

Lynn Partington, PE
591 Potts Branch
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Cynthia Patterson & Peter Schrand

Leiter Patton

3122 Enfield Point
Marietta, GA 30068
12/31/2002
Artel Rios Buldi Agency
i N
1200 Pmnsytvang: Avenue, NW. RECD 29 2004
Washington, DC 20460
Dear Sir or Madam:

MWMMmngmedm&anmmxmpwmmmS)
for mountaintop removal mining, |

mmmmm&mmmmmmmmmmmmmm
mimmidtfehahhtlnwpatxhia.mmmzzwm!msofmmhmbw\wwwmof
tons of waste rock and debris. Hundreds of square miles of forssted mounitaing have been fiattened
bymismmrdmmnﬁnmm One hundred thousand acres of wildife habitat have
been di yexd itiess are rol 1,

As 3 supportar of the National Audubon Sodiety, we are specifically concerned about the Cerulean

Warbler, The warblers’ key breading area overtaps Appsiachian coalfields. Their population has 8-1-2
wmmmdmmmsmmwsammssmmmuymmmmmmm-

dependent migratory birds, including Cerutean Warblers,
Thedmﬂﬂsmmmmmimpmemeemmmmmmmmpmw

mining. We urge you to make substantia! changes befora lssuing a finat EIS: include alternatives that 1_5
minimize impacts to critical habitats; include mitigation of mining activities that do impact critical

habitat; restrict the size of valley fills that bury streams; limft the number of acres of forest that can

be destroyed; protect communities that depend on the region's natural resources,

Thank you for considering cur comments.

Sincerely,
Ot Viflowon

Cynthia Patterson

Radon § Sehiond

Petar 1. Schrand

Copy: President G. W. Bush

— -k -04

Tk Fovan

we Ef (seAz0)
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CRECD MNb g 200%
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MW(M/ﬂmwM)mw¥
m‘&wﬁ«da}i%\umm-m}hw‘wd
Vandusttng P Ww&m g olrry
) . watdh ot A . A
T IND i R e s ey b
Qh,‘n”yxmam.? %WMW‘%W
puds aiudni | v shedd gy do el & devens,
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Jerone Paul K. Payne
o A/
REG'D 27240 \
Jan, i6, 2004
in L huish of e Autumi » Hemioek Cov [ A0 o "
To whom it may concern, A e o Co ’ﬁﬁﬁa B JA,.’@? y

It was distressing news to me to hear that the Bush administration had
allowed the damaging practice of mountaintop removal mining. I
understand that this environmentally destructive practice has destroyed or
degraded over one thousand miles of headwater streams, many of which
have been buried forever under huge pﬁes of mining waste generated by
blowing off the tops of mountains,

T'hope that my one small voice will be joined by many others who oppose
this mining practice. At this rate our country will be turned into an
environmental wasteland. Please reconsider this harmful policy. Thanks for
your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
Jerone G. Paul
ooy

1-9

| ﬁm‘?ﬁw&h"@"w

Mr Jolae  Focvem,
VS EPA (BHEAR)
Wwio Aveln S,

Philadelphvia, PA -

\‘%\0‘5

vebebisdidaoal
i‘;’i@" “'z’i‘"i‘ Bl 3;
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Karen Payne Ray Payne

.

i REC'D AUs 2 7 203
. Ray Payne
836 Roderick Rd.
: Knoxville, TN 37923-2469
August 16, 2003

Mr. John Forren, US EPA
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19130

Dear Mr. Forren:

Having been born and raised in West Virginia, { have spent 73 years in Appatachia
(West Virginia, Virginia and east Tennessee) and 'm unalterably opposed to strip
mining in the Appalachian Mountains. | have worked for a mining company (inside
and outside) and have many relatives, past and present, who made their living
working for coal companies. All strip mining in the Appalachian Mountains is

R € G'B I 5 20 deplorable and mountain-top-removal is the worst possible form of coal mining.

As you well know:

1. Mountaintop removal destroys streams and valleys.

2. It contaminates drinking water.

3. it causes flooding.

A Fovcen and *H*' S’-“% Cj‘“‘f’ﬂ“‘ 4. 1t makes moonstapes out of our Appatachian Mountains which are some of
ik e Coleckon o Bovivonewanst : | the oldest and most beautiful mountains in the world.
- - — ; 5. it causes blasting damage to nearby resident’s homes and businesses. 1-9
{ade 6. It cause air pollution to nearby residential and business areas.
\: lease- UL YOU‘ :10 1-10 7. It destroys hardwood forests, wildlife habitat, Appalachian culture and
Inaveesn Tt an - heritage.
leck o0 env 8. It defies the Executive Order regarding environmental justice for fow income

Voen  the (aglakima  avund people.

Qva
u*s 9. It destroys jobs and is environmentally insane.

VoY aaie W mMF& ' .
There Is NOTHING good that can be said about mountain-top-removal coal mining.
%‘ "W“L‘\ P : The Environmental Impact Statements prepared for these operations are a farce
e

L<aver and this form of mining Is a crime against the people and against nature.
15414 ‘:JMA Wy 2L, ol '
Qw 0 u\ULz J L g A : | urge you to help stop this form of mining.
o1y : Sincerely,
st flopoe
Ray Payne
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Elizabeth Peelle

REcD BEC 2 2 gpp0
Ray Payne

836 Roderick Rd.
Knoxville, TN 37923-2469

12-17-03

Mr. John Forren, US EPA (3ES30)
1650 Arch St.
Philadelphla, PA 19103

Dear Mr. Forren:

Except for 5 of my 73 years { have always lived in Appalachia. The 5 years were
spent in the military service (3 years) and employment outside of Appalachia.
Myself, my father, brother and many other close and distant relatives worked as
hourly wage employees for the coal companies. We have never supported strip
mining and most of us were strongly opposed to it, even though it created a few
jobs in a region where unemployment was always a serious problem, except during
the two World Wars.

Mountaintop removal mining is unquestionably the worst possible form of mining. It

should be prohibited by law, especially here in the eastern part of the U.S. I'm 1-9
requesting that you do everything legafly possible to prohibit this form of mining.

Sincerely,

oy Vlpe

Ray Payne

Elizabeth Peclle
Date:  1/0772004
City: Oak Ridge

State: TN  Zip: 37830

Your own deaft EIS shows that the impacts of mountaintop removal coal mining are
severe and irreversible, This practice has severe impacts upon the land and streams. The
duat losses of ecological sustainability and economic viability are devastating for the
people who depend upon these lands for their future. 1 also object to the proposed
elimination of the 25-year old rule that bans mining impacts within 100-feet of streams.

Here in the foothills of the Cumberlands in Tennessee, we fought for the passage and

implementation of this rule to protect our streams fron ruination and the TVA lakes from
filling up with the spoil from improper mining. Why are you allowing this grave
backward step? Please add ny-objections to your record of citizen reaction to this
proposed acceleration of a misguided and dangerous permitting action.

Sincerely yours,

D Elizabeth Peelle
130 Okldhoma Ave.
Oak Ridge, TN 37830
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Joan Peoples

DeliveredDate: 01/20/2004 01:26:08 PM

From: League of Women Voters of Kentucky
Suburban Park, Bldg. D, Suite 103
1009 Twilight Trail
Frankfort, KY 40601-8432
To: M, John Forren
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (3ES30)
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103 Ihope these comments will factor in;c) your deliberations regarding the draft
mountaintop.r3@epa.gov Environmental Impact Statement and atiy new MTM/VF regulations to be developed in
the future;
Date: January 20, 2004
Respectfully yours,.
Re: Programmatic Draft Environmental Iripact ,
Statement: EPA 9-03-R-00013 Joan B. Peoples
President
Dear Mr. Forren: : 859-986-9088 (h}

peoplesjc@iclub.org (h)
The intent of this letter is to express the concern-of the League of Women Voters of
Kentucky-regarding proposed new regulations governing Mountaintop Mining and
Valley Fills (MTM/VE).

The mining industty in Kentucky is 4 significant part of our economy and, as such; has
always been treated with special care. Balancing the competing interests of the three
major players - mining companies, the people, and the ecosystem - is an. important
function of a deniocratic government. It is with this in mind that [ write in opposition to
some of the proposed recommendations in the EIS report on MTM/VE.

I am sure you have received many commerts citing scientific-evidence of the harm.
associated with MTM/VF; Let me just say that the LWV- of Kentucky feels strongly that
the: importance of this evidence appears not to have been given due weight during the
development of the current proposals for new regulations. Within that context, please
consider the following statéments. 1-5

The LWVKY feels strongly thai the adverse effects of mining on people and ecosystems
should be reduced, not increased, as we fear would happen under the new
recommendations. For example, we object to nation-wide permits, preferring instead that
individual permits be required-and tailored to specific locations. We objest to changes
that appear to lessen the influence of state governments: and state and federal wildlife
agencies in the permitfing process. As an advocate for informed citizen participation

in government, the League also respectfully requests that any new regulations strengthen,
not diminish, the ease with which thé public may participate in future actions regarding
the regulation of mountaintop removal and valley fill methods of tining.
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Dolores Perez

Candice Peters

---o- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM «evvn

"bojin3d@comeast
.net" <bojinx34 To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
o

01/06/2004 01:42 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop Removal

Mining
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

Do not allow coal interests to destroy Appalachia by allowing them to
blow off mountain tops, destroy forests, streams and communitics, We the
citizens, can not keep up with the ways you are trying to destroy our
environment in favor of corporate interests. AMEND THE DRAFT EIS
ACCORDINGLY.

Dolores Perez

Dolores Perez

050N, Farnsworth Ave. 407
Aurora, IL 60505
bojinx34@comcast.net

1-9

1-9

L/

Ms. Candice C. Peters
2835 41st St. Apt. B2 £
Astoria, NY 11103 e .
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Ian Petersen

----- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US onr 01/09/2004 03:54 PM wevun

ijpetersen@cbburn

el.com To:
cc:

Q1/07/2004 05:06

PM

R3 Mountaintop@EPA

Subject: Don't fill our streams with waste materials

Dear Mr. John Forren EPA,

It is unconscionable that the Bush administration plans to continue to l 1-9
let coal companies destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level

mountaintops, wipe out forests and bury streams in the valleys below.
Mountaintop removal mining and valley fills should not be allowed and
the laws and regulations that protect clean water must not be weakened.
In particular, T oppose the proposal to change the stream buffer zone
rufe that prohibits mining activity within 100 feet of streams. This

rule should be strictly enforced for valley fills and in all other

cases.

Let's see if we, as a country can lessen our impact on America the
Beuatiful.2.7.7.7, Isit really that hard? Yes, | agree, sometimes

these conservationist organizations go a little off the deep end. Case

in point in my coilege days at Colorado College, one organization
claimed responsibility for burning down the Two Elks Lodge at Vail
Mountain in protest of the expansion of the already huge (but amazing in
my opinion) Vail Ski Resort. Their claim was that the expansion was
going to reduce the canadian Lynx population. The expansion went ahead
and created a great back country like area for skiers which likely

reduces the number of out of bounds skier accidents from the
unpredictable conditions. Seems to me this ends up saving human lives
and guess how many Canadian Lynx were lost- none. There had been no
Canadian Lynx in the area for a long time. Maybe that was because of
the creation of the ski resorts in the first place, maybe not, | don't

know.

Anyway, getting back to the point, three things come to mind. 1)
Toyota and Honda have been able to produce efficient, fun and relatively
sporty hybrid vebicles when it didn't really look possible a few short
years back. 2)Denmark already gets ~20% of its energy from wind.
3)Right here in the Twin Cities, one of Cargill's engincors was able to
find 2 way to make plastic and other everyday items, such as fabric
fibets, from renewable resources instead of petroleum based resources.
Type in www.cargilldow.com and let them tell you how....

Pretty cool, huh? Amazing what a little ingenuity can do.

Why can't our government do the same and change with the times on
important issues fike decapitating thé beautiful mountaing or Appalacia?
Oh, yeah. Some one has to get re-elected. Too bad.

With a tittle more American ingenuity, we should be able to figure out a
way to move away from coal and into wind. Can you intagine a prettier
landscape than rows upon rows of crops with these huge, magestic and
modern windmills rising above it all providing power for the surrounding
areas? [n effect this would help preseve our water supply while
progressing towards a more beautiful tomorrow. Also, is it true that

Mr. Bush is going to loosen pollution controls on the current coal

plants?

{The following is what they wrote for me and 1 do agree with it).

I'm disappointed and angry that the federal government ignored its own
studies when it proposed weakening, rather than strengthening,
protections for people and the environment. 1do not support any of the
three alternatives contained within the Environmental Impact Statement
Report. All three options will make it easier for companies to destroy
streams, endangering wildlife and nearby communities.

So long from The Great White North.

Sincerely,
lan Petersen

2690 Fox St
Wayzata, MN 553919339

1-5
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Denise Peterson

Jan Peterson

- Borwarded by David Ridec/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08,2004 01:52 PM --—

Denise Peterson
<Ci(@c‘vﬁ.o;g> Tor

et
0170672004 11:59
PM

R3 Mountaintop@EPA

Subject: STOP MTR

Dear Johin Forren

Twould like to voice my opinion in opposition t mountaintop removal. This practice along
with filling vallcys is devastating to the ecolagy of the local communities. People who's
livelihood depend upon mountains ate forced to leave their homes from the destruction that
the dynamite and dust have left upon them. The mountains are literally blown apart...
Studies show that the lush forests of southern West Vieginia and eastern Kentucky ate
among the most biologically diverse temperate [orests on Earth. We need to protect
them...Coal mining has been the only livelihood for many of these families, and proud
miners gave their lives to open the door for unionization in this country. Although the coal
industry has long promised prosperity, the atea remains one of the pootest in the nation.
And now we aim to take cven that away from these people and for what? So that the rest of
us can tum on our lights and dishwashers and vers and computers without a thought??e?
Please protect the stream buffer zones. The Clean Water Act was created for a reason...
every child deserves fresh water to drink... Think of the childten living downstream from
these valley fills... Their wells are contaminated and these towns don't have the money to
invest in public water supply... We need to begin to teach people to conserve... To think
before switching on the lights... To use the wchnology of the 21 century to help us harvest
energy from renewable recourses... Help protect the mountains... their people and the
environment! The studies are there... don't ignose them... especially not because of political
pressure...

Stncerely,

denise peterson,
Abingdon, VA

Delivered Date: 01/15/2004 12:05:00 AM

And just what is'wrong with the regulat mining procedures? Do we need the coal that
quickly, or js this another "Please the Big Boys™scheme, What an awful way to go about
things.

Dioes this cresdte mote jobs? It certainly fsn't benefiting the wildlife, natural fesources, or
the ancestral home of many people. How do we get the land back, when you are done
with this'method. of mining? How do we sustain our natural resources, or restore them
‘and the wildlife, while you're warming your buit by a nice fire? What's with you? This is
cettainly not representation of the people by the people, this is representation-of the rich
to get richer, by the rich.  You knoek most of us off, who ya gonna-get to work for you?
Tllegal immigrants? Slave labor?

Lam not necessarily a greenie, but T am for:common sense, and there is none here. You
give the.minérs cancer, and take away their homes. Nice going.

Sincerely,

Jan Peterson
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Susan Peterson

Dean Petrich

DeliveredDate: 01/06/2004 04:11:27 PM
To: John Fotren

1 am the Conservation Chair of the Delmarva Ornithological Society. We wish
to-add our voice to the many you have heard from in-tegard to the

Mountaintop Mining EIS. 1heard a presentation given by Melinida Welton, and
I'was shocked to heat what has already been done, and might be allowable in
the future. We in the Delmarva Ornithological Society are deeply concerned
by the impact of - mauntamtop/vaﬂey fill mining on a wide variety of aquatic

-~ Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM -----

"petrich@whidbey.
com" <petrich To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
cCl
01/06/2004 03:03
Removal Mining
PM

Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop

and terrestrial organistiis. 1 reviewed the letter writtento you by the 7-3-2 , -
American Bird Conservancy and I'totally agree with the concerns they raised Dear M. John Forren, Project Manager,
and points that they made. Critical research data, such as that relating to Please amend the EPA's draft environmental impact statement so as 1o
the impacts on the Cerulean Warbler, is being ignored. Because the-current limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining, 1-10
DEIS:is so defective, it should immediately be-withdrawn for revisions, }
public comient skiould be solicited, and permit issuance should cease. Thank Sincetely,
you for your attention to this matter!
Dean Petrich
Susan L. Peterson, Ph.D;, BCBA. L M D o516
Conservation Chaiﬁ _ petﬁch@%whidbey‘com
Delmiarva Ornithological Society.
226 West Park Place, Suite 1
Newark, DE 19711
302-368-2515
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Deborah Pettry Amelia Pickering

]

: A
R E O ' D 25 v/‘: nd
November 12, 2003 w3V 1 7 2093
5 > ) EED ?,_ S December 29, 2003
1736 W. Montesito Way John Forren '
San Diego, CA. 92103 U.S. EPA (3E330) . EEEC*D
5 - : 1650 Arch Street JAN D 5
Philadelphia, PA 19103 200
Mr. John Forren e De
US EPA (3BS30) » ar Mr. Forren,
15?0 Arch‘street g 1 am writing to you about the Envir 1 Iropact St 1t on mountaintop
Philadelphia, PA 19130 removal and valley fills and proposed rule changes that will make it easier for
. coal companies to destroy our land and communities, ] live in the coalfields of
sggggimmemz Impact Statement about Mountaintop Removal, especially in West f;}g;gvmgg; *;13;;;{: destruction and d fon that mot ;

I do not support Alternatives #1, 2 or 3 contained within the EIS report. None of | 1 -5
these options will protect our water or our communities. I am opposed to any
Dear Mr. Forren: changes that would weaken the laws and regulations that protect clean water.
: . In particular, I oppose the proposal to change the stream buffer zone rule that
prohibits mining activity within 100 feet of streams.

1 wish to state my opposition to Mountaintop Removal. MTR destroys streams, 1-10
contaminates drinking water, causes flooding, makes moonscapes out of beautifil I welcome the scientific studies, such as this one, that document the -
moumams «;amages peoples’ homes, endangers their lives, and destroys forest and %ﬁ%ﬂ%&mlmﬁf $ feigm tg«fms domgtt (1)1:: fgfé',ﬁiﬁ‘ﬁ
wildlife habitat. . own studies when it proposes weakening, rather than strengthening,
protections for people and the environment.
It also destroys ancestral homes, including those of my ancestors. If this were happening . : . : .
to Mr. Bush’s family home in Maine, we’d be seeing an immediate end to Mountain Top x&m:gfﬁﬁ;ﬁ&ﬁgm%ﬁﬁmﬁ :;ng:i:r Zﬁﬁ zﬁ,eo?gc
Removal! legal case for taking a position that leveling mountains and burying streamsis | .7
wrong and must stop. Mountaintop removal and valley fills as a way of mining
The BPA should be putting its efforts into supporting alternative energy sources that has come about as a loophole in federal lav,f and these practices should be
replace coal and oil. Instead, T am ashamed that our government is supporting hydrogen 1-9 outlawed completely.
as an alternative, when in fact hydrogen generation will require additional coal and more This report is & shameful, dangerous gift from George Bush to the coal
Mountain Top Removal. industry, It ignores the science and evidence about what mountaintop removal
mining is doing and ignores the public's demand for clean water, a healthy
1 ask the EPA to . environment and safe communities.
Sincerely,
1. Pat an end to Mountain Top Removal .
2. Support the development of truly renewable alternative energy sources [(
3. Provide severe penalties for any violators of EPA policies affecting the mountains Atnelia Pickerd
3 3 N . 14 Church Street
These mountains are a precious part of our American environment and must be Whitesburg, XY 41858
preserved.
Sincerely, ’ )
"Dk & letbg— R
e

Déborah Brooks Pettry, Ph.D.
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Joseph & Helen Pickering Joseph Presson

----- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 11:39 AM -vee-

e
o 7 Joseph F. & Helen D, Pickerin delmarkatz
oseph F. elen D. 4 <delmarkatz{@earth To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
3931 Grove Averus, Palo Alto, CA 94303 link net> e
Subject: Mountaintop removal mining....please listen.

December 30, 2003 . fq Ecp 12/30/2003 06:16

John Forren Jan g 5 2 PM

U.S. EPA (3ES30)

1650 Arch Street .

Philadeiphia, PA 19103 Dear Mr. Forren,

Dear Mr. Forren: 1 strongly urge you to amend the EPA’s draft environmental impact
statement so

Through family and friends who live in Kentucky we have become familiar with the as to limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining. | find it

environmental problems created by the coalmining industty in Appalachia. We have seen the 1-9

effects of mountaintop removal and valley fifls and we believe strongly that this blatantly unconscionable that the Bush administration plans to continue fo let

destructive mining method be prohibited. We write to oppose the EPA’s proposed rule changes coal

0 do away with a 25-year-old “buffer zone™ rule that p h from the impacts of coal | -1 0 companies destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level

aunng. mountaintops,

The Brvi Timpect Study released ia May d nts the ive d done to the wipe out forests, bury streams and destroy communities.

m ﬁcfadma:;mmem:’s o:y'n‘;l:dim whan; e m m i I;gse;d;n:nsmh b I . I O According to the draft EIS, the environmental effects of mountaintop

gthening, proteotion for people and the eavironment. Not will any of the altematives within removal
ms repart protect :;‘t:r or wmﬁ;. Wiy are widespread, devastating and permanent. Yet the draft EIS proposes no
This report is a shameful, dangerous gift from George Bush to the coal industry. It should be restrictions on the size of valley fills that bury streams, no limits on
i the
ﬁ . - number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, no protections for 1-5
c . imperiled
“7 ~. )& “/‘é’«vg/ wildlife and no safeguards for the communities that depend on the
o region's

Joseph F. Picketing natural resources for themselves and fulure generations. Instead, the

Helen D. Pickering Bush
administration's “preferred altemative" for addressing the enormous
problems

. , . caused by mountaintop removal mining ignores the administration's own
cc.g:nxtm ng Feinstein, Barbara Boxer studics
P p’,T Geoo o Bush and proposes weakening existing environmental protactions and allewing
i mountaintop removal and associated valley fills to continue at an

accelerated
rate.
The Bush administration must consider alternatives that reduce the
environmental impacts of mountaintop removal and then implement measures

to
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Andrew Price

protect natural resources and communities in Appalachia, such as

restrictions

on the size of valley fills to reduce the destruction of streams, 1—5
forests,

wildlife and communities. [ urge you to immediately amend the draft EIS

accordingly.

Sincerely,
Joseph Anthony Presson
email-debmarkatz@sheglobal net

PS. Mr. Farren please do not think that although this is a form
letter perhaps used by many, it none the less contains the concerns that
many of us have.

do not take this to be 2 small voice of few people, it is
the concern of all of us who live on this earth. Pleasc do not mistake
me for one of the tree

hugging activist who so often get in the news, my
political views and choices cross over into both the democratic and 3.3
republican arenas and I do believe

that the environment is more precious that any political
dogma. Please do not let these word and the future of this beautiful
fand fall to the business’s

and the groed that is blind to long term impacts and

the future of America’s most precous resources. ..the air we breathe and
the land we live on.
thank you, Joseph.

Mr. John Forren

U.S. EPA (3EA30)
1650 Arch St.
Philadeiphia, PA 19103

| am opposed to mountaintop-removal mining and valley fills. These practices
bury important headwater streams, destroy biologically rich forest ecosystems,
damage drinking-water sources used by millions of pecple, cause frequent and
severe flooding, and wreck the quality of life in Appalachian communities.
Leveling mountains and burying streams is wrong and must stop.

| welcome scientific studies that document the widespread and irreversible
damage the coal industry is doing fo Appalachia. Yet this EIS rejects—without
meaningful consideration——specific restrictions on the use of valley fills. These
restrictions could be based on size of the fill, cumulative impacts, types of
streams affected, or value of the aquatic resources in the region.

| am opposed to any changes that would weaken the laws and regulations that
protect clean water, In particular, | oppose the proposal to eliminate the stream
buffer-zone rule that prohibits mining activity within 100 feet of streams.
[Altematives 1 and 3 would eliminate the rule, while Alternative 3 would “clarify” it
by saying that it does not apply to valley fills.] This rule should be striclly enforced
for valtey fills and in all other cases.

| do not support Alternative 1, 2, or 3 as described in the EIS report. None of
these options will protect Appalachian forests, water, or communities.

As a lifelong resident of these beloved West Virginia mountains, | beseech the
EPAto examine the devastation this mining method has caused to our land and
to the lives of our people. The EPA ig charged with protection of people and the
environment, but this study ignores that charge — for such protections are absent
from this study. No one can possibly benefit from any of the recommendations
except the coal industry.

Please put an end to this madness. Stop mountaintop removal.

Sincerely,

Andrew C. Price

1-9

1-7

1-10

1-5
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Donna Price Perrie’Lee Prouty
' DEC 18 2008 Novembe 26, 2003 + REC'D 0EC 0 3 208
Donna Price 137 Fulton Bottom Road Dorothy, WV 26050 Mr. John Forren, US EPA (3ES30)
December 10, 2003 vl D ;m;tﬁ 19103
Mr. John Forren Dear Mr. Forren:
:}630 ii& (ngso) It is so disappointing to réad that the Federal agencies and agencies within the State of West

Philadelphia, PA 19103
Mr. Farren,

{ write to ask the U, 8. Environmental Protection Agency to acknowledge the
environmental, social and economic devastation that mountaintap removal mining has
already caused in Central Appalachia, and to put an end to this irresponsible form of
coal mining.

The Environmental Impact Study concedes that mountaintop removal mining is harmfut
to the environment, that it confributes to disastrous fiooding that routinely endanger lives
and property, and that it can contribute to the degradation of natural wetlands and
wildlife habitat in the region.

Yet the study offers no solutions to these harmiul impacts. Instead, it proposes to
improve communications between regulatory agencies in order to expedite the
permitting process, while offering no meaningful protection for the land and people. Iits
recommendations are a mechanism, devised by the Bush administration and dictated to
the EPA, that allows corporations to continue to profit from this destructive mining
method while remaining indifferert fo the people of Appalachia and their deep
connection to the land.

The people who live in these mountains and river valleys, descendants of many
generations of Appalachians, know this land to be the lifeblood of a unique culture, rich
in history, tradition and knowledge, and deserving of protection. We long to preserve our
heritage for future generations, but this heritage is being destroyed.

Qur quality of life and our hape for a sustainable economic future for our people is
fiterally being blasted away and buried under massive valley fills. Along with the
mountains and river valleys, the culture of an entire region is being sacrificed forever to
provide a source of energy that is, at best, temporary - for ¢coal is a finite resource.

Please sfop this iresponsible destruction. Stop mountaintop removal.

Smceredy,
p&jm i;/,,oc,e,
Donna Price

1-5

10-2-2

Virginia are néing the NEPA process to justify what they have already planned on doing. Tam
disappoinied that this will be done regardless of the irreparable damage it will do to the
environment for us and future generations,

Your plans numbers #1-4:
1. Keep doing what presently doing
2. Let Corps of Engineers decide the size and valley fills
3. Permit application go to the COE & Snate of DEP to decide the size and location.
4. State would lead the decision.

Whatlmppmdto m What happened to not doing something destructive?
ot ettioval at all. EPA, COE and State W.Va DEP have made a sad mockery of 1-8
ﬂla NEPA pmcws Ciean Water Act (CWA) means zero discharge of pollution.

In an endeavor to circumvent the CWA which states zero discharge of pollution into our
country’s water. Not only are you capriciously circumventing the law; you are destroying the
very stream beds created along with habitats for various flora and fauna. The out and ont
demucﬁéﬁ&?anﬁremmbodsmdmmﬁmofmmdmpemhwmsm the
feast. It is'arrogant. Asmmnmapemcswearesupposedwbemwardsofthelmdsofﬂm

Coliniry fof futits pendrgrons: * There is 106 Stéwardship in what you are proposing. Future
generations will be denied the beauty of what the mountainous state of W. ergmmhsstooﬁ’er
Notoalytbevxwalbeamy bmtbebeamyofanﬂxcﬂommd&umﬂmmﬂbedmoyed

5-7-1

10-6-2

ihavebeenappaﬂedmmepastbymedmuwonofenﬁmmmbywdmmff butlhaveto
say this is the most arfogant pitce of destruction I have ever personally seen. As a longtime hiker
who has traveled along many of the ridges in the State, I have seen the disappearance of
ndgeimesandmounmmmmwhmmeymdnhgthmhndofmning

thalltheknowiedythammontbecﬁ’emoﬂoggmg,roadsmdﬂ:emnoﬁ'tbﬁowmasa
result. Tam appalled that as State agencies that you would allow these fills to jeopardize the lives
of those unfortunate citizens living downstream of the valleys.

5-1-2

‘When you destroy stream valleys, you are destroying our water 1am a frequent visitor
to W.Va. 1 use the beautiful rivers, and forests. ] am also a resident downstream of many of the
watersheds of W Va. that are being damaged through this mountaintop removal & mining. This
deswcﬁéﬁ“wmnatonkyﬂwsmeofwmwrginia,itwiﬂhaveaneﬂ'mm mywawr

T, 'ds Qcmﬁmﬁm}dermﬂmmmukingﬁmmscmmmesadhem tnt}:e law, asit
exists;. stop Hying 1o CRé@inventing it. T am also asking that the environment be better respected
throﬁﬁ: betterédﬂsmﬁm not consumed,ﬁtbcnsk to meandthe ﬁ:mrcgmuauons ofn;y

i) IR e ey Fone “nh .ﬁ()il? 7y e 1 }_t,/k .JM e qres hon
i

Lo
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Sean Quinlan

I am not pleased with what the present agencies are doing and demand a change in the course that

,are presently following,

Sincerely,
A a4
Ovua mg&
Mas. Perrie’Lee Prouty

5213 Norbeck Rd.
Rockvilie, MD 20853

---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:32 PM -----
"smquinian@yahoo.
com" <smquinlan To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
o
01/06/2004 02:45 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Mining
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

1 strongly urge you to amend the EPA's draft environmental impact statement 50 as to

limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining, I urge you to immediately

amend the draft EI8 to include restrictions on the size of valley fills that bury streams, 1-5
limits on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, protections for

imperiled wildlife and safegnards for the communities that depend on the region's

natural rescurces.

Sincerely,

Sean Quinlan

155 Haight St. 211

San Francisco, CA 94102
smquinlan@yahoo.com
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Christine Rafal

Teresa Rafi

---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:59 PM --—-

"ralal@fas harvar
d.edu” <rafal To:  R3 Mountaintop(@EPA
cc:
01/06/2004 03:45 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Remowval Mining
PM

Dear Mr. john Forren, Project Manager,

I strongly urge you to amend the EPA's draft environmental impact

statement o as to limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal

mining. I find it unconscionable that the Bush administration plans to 1-5
continue to let coal companies destroy Appalachia with mining practices

that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury streams and destroy

communities.

[ find it hard to believe that this practice has actually happened in
the past and more than once. It's so ludricous, so incredibly
destructive, I can't believe people want to do more of it. Please help
straighten out priorities.

Sincerely,

Christine Rafal

122 Heath St
Somerville, MA 02145
rafal@fas harvard.edu

01/06/04

Teresa Rafi

T4 writing to comment.on the Draft BIS regarding the practice of mountaintop removal in
surface mining operations in WV, VA, TN, and KY. As a general comment on the practice,
mountaintop remioval and adjacent valley filling is barbaric, and it is incredible to believe it is
aflowed to-happer in this country and in this day because it is simply an easier and cheaper
method of temoving coal. Patt of the EPAs responsibilities under the listed '‘Alternatives’ would
be to "develop and propose, as dppropriate, criteria for additional chemicals or other paraméters
{e.g:, biological indicators)that would support a modification of existing state water quality
standards.” In doing so, 1 encovrage the EPA NOT to allow any of the States in question {VA,
KY.. TN, WV) to use this provision as a vehicle for RELAXING ESTABLISHED WATER
QUALITY CRITERIA, which would ultimately-allow or surface mining companies to-continue
their activities without mitigating the impacts of their actions. Please remember that the EPA was
established for the protection of the environment and public safety. It is not the job of the EPA to
ensure gconomic development. If mining companies cannot conduct their opetations in such a
way that ensures water quality criteria are met, then they should not conduct those activities, or
they should curtail those activities to a scope and a scale within which they can ensure they are
not adversely impacting water quality. Please-do not distegard the findings of the EIS.

Mountaintop removal and valley filling is egregiously damaging to natural resources; the effects
are widespread, devastating, and permanent. It is not a practice that an “enlightened"” nation such
as we prpott to be should abide. The preferred alternative in this case should be to halt all
fusther permitting of mountaintop removal/valley fill operations and to ensure that existing
operations adhere to the conditions of their permits.

5-3-3
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Mary Ramsay
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into the adjacent valleys. Coal companies

Mr. John Forren, US EPA {(REC'D Als 21 mAugus’t 16, 2009
1650 Arch Street '

Philadelphia, PA 19130
Comments on the Environmental lmpact Study(EIS) on Mountain Top Removal

Dear Mr. Forren,

ity to make a lasting difference in the lives of
you to look long and hard at the impact of
“mountain top removal” on the lands and people of West Virginia and torefe?td the
recornmendations to speed up the process of mountain top removal.

Few of us are given the
many generations. It is incumbent

The EIS confirms the empirical data that led to the conclusions of coalfield 1-9
residents and environmental ps-that mountaintop removal / valley £ill coal mining
is irreversibly and i ing the forests and streams of Southern West

Virginia and Eastern Kenmckyy.’ But the recommendations in the EIS Statementare a
sham in that they ignore the scientific evidence and recommend speedjn§upthe
process in permitting mountain top removal. That must not be permitted!

What if no one had had the foresight to create our national parks? Our national
sea shores? We'd all be far, far poorer for their loss. Though it may be hard to see the
value um:&%mmﬁonﬁ from now these beautiful forests and mountains in West
Virginia be a national treasure—-as resorts and for the incredible beauty God
gave them. Throughout central Aj some of the most uctive and diverse
temperate hardwood forests in the world have been d when coal companies
blast off hundreds of feet of mountaintops to get to thin seams of coal. In most 7-5-2
circumstances, the former lush forests will remain degraded as grassy, unproductive
wub]mdﬁratlastswmmmskuue% 1y wa and short-sighted.

Just as bad, millions of tons of rubble from the former mountains are pushed

have already buried hundreds of miles of 5-7-2
Appalachian streams, destroying not only the streams themselves, but creating
disastrous impacts to downstream waterways and towns. All over the world, water
supplies are emerging as a key resource as the world population grows. It is insane to 5-1-2
deliberately destroy clear waters and their valley headwaters.

And, as the residents point out, mountaintop removal is also devastating the

10-2-2

culture and communities of the region. Those communities are part of our National
heritage too.
2
Rev. Donelle Ramsay
1168 Main St. #B9
Stratford Ct 06615
203 375-8633
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Jan Randall

-+« Forwarded by David Ridet/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 11:30 AM «----
Jan Randall
<jrandall@sfsu.ed To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
u> [HH
Subject: for hearing on mountain mining
1273072003 04:06
PM

Please read attached letter about mountaintop mining.

Dr. Jan Randall

Professor of Biology

San Francisco State University

San Francisco, CA 94132(See attached file: Forren EPA.doc)

Mr. John Forren

Project Manager

U.8. Environmental Protection Agency (3EA30)
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr. Forren:

I strongly urge you to amend the EPA's drafl environmental impact statement to limit the
harmfal effects of mountaintop removal mining. As a biologist, I find the Bush
Administration policy that whole mountain tops can be removed to result in the
destruction of forests and streams a totally unacceptable practice. The environmental
damage for a short term financial gain by cool companies should not be allowed.

This opinion s not mine alone. According to the draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). the environmental effects of mountaintop removal are widespread, devastating and
permanent. Yet the draft EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of valley fills that bury
streams, no limits on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, no protections
for imperiled wildlife and no safeguards for the communities that depend on the region's
natural resources for themselves and future generations. Instead, the Bush
administration's "preferred alternative” for addressing the enormous problems caused by
mountaintop removal mining ignores the administration's own studies and proposes
weakening existing environmental protections and allowing mountaintop removal and
associated valley fills to continue at an accelerated rate.

Al the very leasl, I urge the Bush administration to consider alternatives that reduce the
environmental impacts of mountaintop removal and then implement measures to protect
natural resources and communities in Appalachia, such as restrictions on the size of
valley fills to reduce the destruction of streams, forests, wildlife and communitics,

I-5

urge you to amend the draft EIS accordingly.
Sincerely,
Dr. Jan A. Randall, Professor

Department of Biology
San Francisco State University
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Kevin Randall M. Rauen

m=== Forwarded by John Porren/R3IJUSEFA/UR on GL/05/2004 D150 PM —me-= - Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USERPA/US on 01/20/2004 09:08 AM -
"Kevin M. mrauen
Randall” ) To: John <mrauen@brecnetc  To.  R3 Mountaintop@EPA

shouge. gov,

om>

a4
<kmr@norihwestern ject: Re: Help Limit Mountaintop Coal Removal Mini
té&hitehouse.gov, dickBdurbin.senate.goy, R3 01;19,20040@55“3#‘%90[ Re: Help L ? "
PM

s> 1]

Subiect: EIS on

mountaintop removal ooal mining
GLAOS/ 2604 12:58
B

| think there should be the strongest regulations to prevent the
distruction of the mourttains and the filing and polution of their 1-10
streams.

it appalling that the Bush adrinistration is recommending s
rg of the restrictions or mountaintop rsmoval coal mining, the 1—10

of the goal c¢f tne EIS on meuntaintop remwoval. Reports show

he damage coused by such mining is immence ard for the most part
versibie. The small sconomic impact that would be caused by
rengthening® The ragtrictions is neothing comparsd to the damage to

sTemi oand the communities that ie caused by the mining. 1 7
T implore whe Bush administration to seek, AND IMPLEMENY, alternatives
S

will actually ztrenghhen regtrictions on mountalntop remowal coal

wind ng

and that will the garth’s natural rescurces and the human and

animal ocommm

2554 W,
Chicago,

Ave., Apt. 2E
50845
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John Rausch

“Sowing My Community Back”

By Fr, John S. Rausch

Lucius Thompson lives about 1,000 feet from the blasting site at the head of Little Tom
Biggs hollow in McRoberts, Kentucky. The mining company doing mountaintop removal, a
practice that decapitates mountains in Appalachia to expose a coal seam and lucratively extract
the coal, sometimes uses a supercharge of dynamite to loosen the rock to get the coal. The
section Lucius added to his trailer actually separamd ﬁ'om the main stmcmre wnh the u‘emon
When it rains, he puts buckcts throughcut his house to catch the drips from the cracks caused by
the blasting.

But no damage compares to the fright he got a year ago. Three of his children, the oldest
7 years of age, were playing in front of the hou;e. A downpour came, so the kids went inside, A
moment later a torrent of water rushed down from the strip site flushing debris and mud from the
hiliside with a foree so powerful that any child or elderly pesson could easily have been swept
away.

Mountaintop removal, like advanced production techniques in other industries, illustrates
some ethical principies lost in the quest for efficiency and profit. The church teaches that rights
come with responsibilities. The coal company has a right to its coal, but it must mine it
responsibly.

In 1977 the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Aot sought to prevent water
contamination and blast damage to homes. A guarter century ago strip mine technology allowed
removing coal veing only near the surface and mined land had to be restored to its original use

and contour. One small exemption in SMCRA allowed for leveling of mountains and filling of

16-1-5

17-2-5

stream beds if that procedure readied a site for development, The loophole became big enough to
drive a 20-story high shovel through. Today, advanced technology using powerful dynamite
charges, monsler shovels and huge trucks hauling 80 tons sometimes level down mountains 500
feet, dumping millions of tons of top soil and rock into the river beds in the adjacent valicys.
With mountaintop removal rural communities face possible floods, dry wells, poltuted streams,
cracked walls and foundations, and surroundings of constant dust and noise pollution,

“If you don’t live the life, you don’t know what it’s about,” laments Lucius,

The companies claim they operate mthm the law and only God can scmd rains causmg

ﬂoods Bemdes in rura] areas w;th htﬂe ceonomic opportumty, they argue, communities need

jobs. In 1979 strip mining ecmployed 17,181 in Kentucky, but by 2000 the figure dropped to
4,612, while production fell only one-fourth. A job in strip mining represents a temporary human
sctivity till advanced technology replaces it. Meanwhile, alternative jobs in tourism and other
industries stand in jeopardy.

Recognizing the principle of care of creation links naturally with the principle regarding
rights and responsibilities, John Paul IT proclaims the right to a safe environment must eventually
be included in an updated UN. Charter of Human Rights. “Respect for lifc and for the dignity of
the human person extends also to the rest of creation.”

On December 10, 2002, International Human Rights Day, 60 people ascended a mountain
to a strip site overlooking McRoberts. They came to pray. McRoberts had not experienced a
serious flood since 1957, but in the last 18 months they faced 5. Prayers rose to change hearts
and open eyes. At the conclusion, Catherine Oden, a McRoberts’ senjor citizen, walked among
the rock and dirt, and with a symbolic gesture of hope and determination she scattered a handful

of wildflower seed saying, “I'm sowing my community back.”

10-4-2

11-1-5
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Lisa Rayburn Eric Rechel

————
lisa_rayburng@hotrmn
ail.com To.  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
[ January 16, 2004 '
01/05/2004 08:24  Subject: Comments on Draft programmatic Environmental ’ BECD JAN 2 9 oo
Impact Statement on mountaintop Mr. John PForren
AM removal coal mining US EPA (3EA30)
1650 Arch St.
Philadelphia PA 19103
Dear Mr. Forren
Right now we bave an unmanned NASA rover on Mars. What an
Ernviromental Protection Agency Environmental impact Staterment that ’?;;h?;? thisTh:':;(mg:. ailwtenewﬁ?le%t:l gl;‘g:g ;‘;:m;:d b:;ng:;iy
Mars for the mext 2 to 3 months, Think of all the money that went
Dear Enviromental Protection Agency Environmental Impact Statement, into this venture. There may be some who are concerned and angry
about the cost, but most Americans are probably excited and are not
Etaving lived in and loved West Virginia for over twelve years, | really concerned about the price tag.
ave seen and studied the impacts of mountain top removal mining Right now Coal companies are blowing off mountain s in
first hand. | urge the Bush administration to do everything in Appalachia in theg search for coal. This gw:ste ribble ismgushed off
its powers to increase the oversight of mountain top removal 1-8 to fill i ding vall d b hun ¢ mil £
mining practices and to reduce the size and number of new o fill in sarousdivg valtsys and bary hundreds of miles of streams.
mountain tap removal sites. This mining practice has devastating What devastation, Think of all harm this does t6 the environment.
fong-term impacts to focal ecologies, communities and economies. Don't we have any mental know how to stop this or at least reduce
the impact of this waste of our land? Don't we have any technology
that would allow the coal companies to still extract coal and let the
. streams run free? Isn't there an option of limiting valley fills to 35
Sincerely, acres in size? Would the cost increase imposed on the size of valley 1-7
Lisa Rayburn fills of $1 a ton make the American people angry? 1 don't think so. I
178 C:zpei Street waat you to setiously consider a size limit on valley fills. The
Spruce Pine, North Carolina 28777 increase in the price of coal is insignificant. I want you to strength

environmental protections that apply to mountain top removal. I
against the preferred alternative which will weaken laws that hmit 1-13
the size and location of valley fills.

Of all the things future generations may inherit a living planet is
the one they will treasure most. Let us, let you the U.S. government,
start today in enacting faws that will leave a lving planet for our
kids. Please start now, in the Appalachians, supporting and enacting
laws that will leave for all of us living forests and streams.

ty
@fé 0 164/
Eric Reche!

2890 Seely Rd.

Grand Junction CO 81503

Sincere
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Patricia Reed

- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:52 PM -

Patricia Reed
<pwreed999@atr.ne Tor
> faten

Subject: Cornments on dratt EIS on mouataintop temoval

R3 Mountaintop@EPA

mining
01/02/2004 10:59
M

January 2, 2004

Mz. John Foteen

LLS, Environmental Protection Agency
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear John Forren,

Tam upset to leamn that the Bush administration plans to continue to let coal companies
destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, buey
streams, and destroy communities. This issue is of extreme importance to me, as it is to all
who live on this planet, whether they choose to ignote it ot speak out about it. President
Bush is seeking re-election, but how can I possibly suppott, in good conscience, anyone who
would rob our children and their children and all the other creatures who teside on this
planet of what's left of the earth that we now enjoy? To allow mountaintop removal mining
to continue, and not only that, but to also make it easier for coal mining companies to get
permits for this is just the latest example of Mt. Bush consistently showing a very serious
lack of concetn or appreciation for our home, the only place in the universe we have to live.
I may be but one small person, but I cannot and will not consciously offer my support to a
person who shows such blatant discegard for our precious Tarth. To me, as a citizen of this
countty and of this planet, the issue of our environment is of utmost importance, because as
humans, we live and die, but our earth will need to go on so that our children can have a
home. We do not occupy this planet alone - we have animals and plants and all sorts of
othet species to consider - most of them were hete long before we were. We do not have
the right to harm them, especially not to the point of extinction, which is what will ultimately
happen as long as Mr. Bush and others like him are more concerned with things less
important than the future of this planet. People tend to put the issue of out envitonment on
the back burner so they can deal with the more immediate issuces at hand, but then they
forget about the pot that's boiling over in the back. The issue of our envitonment needs to
be dealt with NOW. Qur enviconmental situation can no longer be ignored. Laws should be
made right now that protect our planet, but instead, the lawmakers are looking for ways to
exploit what resources we have left.

1-9

According to the administeation's draft Environmental Impact Statement (E18) on
mountaintop temoval coal mining, the environmental effects of mountaintop removal are
widespread, devastating, and permanent. Yet the draft EIS proposes no testeictions on the
size of valley fills that bury streams, no limits on the nuraber of acres of forest that can be
destroyed, no protections for imperiled wildlife, and no safeguards for the communities of
people that depend on the tegion's natural resources for themselves and futuce generations,

The Bush administeation's "prefersed alternative™ for addressing the problems caused by
mountaintop removal coal mining is to weaken existing environmental protections. This
"preferred alternative” ignores the administration's own studies detailing the devastation
caused by mountaintop removal coal mining, including:

- over 1200 miles of stseams have been damaged or destroyed by mountaintop removal;

- forest losses in West Vieginia have the potential of directly impacting as many as 244
vertebrate wildlife species;

- Without new limits on mountaintop removal, an additional 350 square miles of mountains,
streams, and forests will be flattened and destroyed by mountaintop removal mining.

How can the Bush administration endorse or approve of this, considering what their own
studies have found? They know the damage it will cause, yet they want to make it easier for
companies to do this? Do they have brains in theic heads? Or dees it all come down to
money, as it always does with President Bush? Well, there won't be any money left once all
the planet's resources are gone. There won't be anything left.

In light of these facts, I urge you to consider alternatives that reduce the environmental
impacts of mountaintop removal. Find another way. Stop hurting our home. You should all
be looking for ways to protect our resources instead of finding more ways to ravage our
planet and destroy all of us who live here.

Thank you for your consideration of this important issue.
Sincerely,

Patricia Reed

1 Vermilyea Street

Pleasantville, NY 10570
USA

1-5
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